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Highlights 


28833  Extension  of  Credit  to  Romania  Presidential 
determination. 

29190  Social  Security  HHS/SSA  changes  rules  for 

administering  the  disability  determination  function. 
(Part  V  of  this  issue) 

28885  Food  Stamps  USDA/FNS  intends  to  sponsor 

demonstration  projects  on  alternative  methods  of 
delivering  food  stamp  benefits. 

28845  Occupational  Noise  Exposure  Labor/OSHA 
defers  the  effective  date  of  amendments  to  the 
hearing  conservation  programs. 

28845  Occupational  Exposure  to  Lead  Labor/OSHA 

defers  until  7-1-81,  the  effective  date  of  new  trigger 
levels  for  medical  removal  protection  for  primary 
smelters  and  secondary  smelters. 

28842  Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Labor/OSHA 
revokes  walkaround  compensation  regulation. 

28841  Housing  Loans— Elderly  and  Handicapped  HUD  / 

FHC  lowers  interest  rates. 

29220  Incorporation  by  Reference  OFR  announces  final 
approval  of  March  31, 1981  extensions.  (Part  VI  of 
this  issue) 

CONTINUED  INSIDE 
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FEDERAL  REGISTER  Published  daily,  Monday  through  Friday, 
(not  published  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  on  official  holidays), 
by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and 
Records  Service,  General  Services  Administration,  Washington, 
D.C.  20408,  under  the  Federal  Register  Act  (49  Stat.  500,  as 
amended;  44  U.S.C.  Ch.  15)  and  the  regulations  of  the 
Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Ch.  I). 
Distribution  is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents, 
U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 

The  Federal  Register  provides  a  uniform  system  for  making 
available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  issued  by 
Federal  agencies.  These  include  Presidential  proclamations  and 
Executive  Orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having  general 
applicability  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be 
piAJished  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  interest.  Documents  are  on  file  for  public 
inspection  in  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  the  day  before 
they  are  published,  unless  earlier  filing  is  requested  by  the 
issuing  agency. 

The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnished  by  mail  to  subscribers, 
free  of  postage,  for  $75.00  per  year,  or  $45.00  for  six  months, 
payable  in  advance.  The  charge  for  individual  copies  is  $1.00 
for  each  issue,  or  $1.00  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually 
bound.  Remit  check  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the 
Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office, 
Washington,  D.C.  20402. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republication  of  material 
appearing  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Questions  and  requests  for  specific  information  may  be  directed 
to  the  telephone  numbers  listed  under  INFORMATION  AND 
ASSISTANCE  in  the  READER  AIDS  section  of  this  issue. 


28865  Regulatory  Agenda  DOD/Sec’y- 

28895  Grant  Programs— Education  ED  invites 

applicants  for  new  projects  under  the  International 
Understanding  Program. 

28892  Grant  Programs— Minority  Businesses 

Commerce/MBDA  seeks  applicants  for  its  Specified 
Consultant  Services  Program. 

28839  Natural  Gas  DOE/FERC  publishes  incremental 
pricing  acquisition  cost  threshold  prices  for  the 
month  of  June  1981. 

29066  Waste  Treatment  and  Disposal  EPA  publishes 
inventory  of  open  dumps.  (Part  II  of  this  issue) 

29152  Minimum  Wages  Labor/ESA  publishes  minimum 
wages  for  Federal  and  federally  assisted 
construction.  (Part  III  of  this  issue) 

29176  Inventions  and  Patents  Commerce  /PTO  provides 
procedures  for  reexamination  of  patents.  (Part  IV  of 
this  issue) 

28938  Motor  Vehicle  EPA  publishes  conclusions  of  the 
fuel  economy  retrofit  device  evaluation  for 
automotive  cylinder  deactivator  system. 

28881  Migratory  Birds  Interior/FWS  proposes  to  delete 
certain  import  and  export  permit  requirements. 

Privacy  Act  Documents 

28949  HHS/PHS 

28893  DOD/Navy 


29022  Sunshine  Act  Meetings 


Separate  Parts  of  This  Issue 


29064  Part  II,  EPA 
29152  Part  III,  Labor/ESA 
29176  Part  IV,  Commerce/PTO 
29190  Part  V,  HHS/SSA 
29220  Part  VI,  OFR 
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III 


The  President 

ADMINISTRATIVE  ORDERS 

28833  Romania;  extension  of  credit  (Presidential 
Determination  No.  81-7  of  May  20,  1981) 

Executive  Agencies 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

RULES 

28835  Lemons  grown  in  Ariz.  and  Calif. 

28835  Nectarines  grown  in  Calif.;  interim 

PROPOSED  RULES 

28859  Carrots  grown  in  48  contiguous  States;  consumer¬ 
sized  carrot  bags  and  master  containers; 
proceeding  terminated 

Agriculture  Department 

See  Agricultural  Marketing  Service;  Animal  and 
Plant  Health  Inspection  Service;  Food  and  Nutrition 
Service;  Food  Safety  and  Quality  Service;  Forest 
Service;  Rural  Electrification  Administration. 

Alaska  Natural  Gas  Transportation  System, 

Office  of  Federal  Inspector 

NOTICES 

28939  Equal  employment  opportunity  responsibilities; 

discrimination  complaint  handling  and  information 
sharing  procedures;  memorandum  of  understanding 
with  EEOC 

Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental  Health 

Administration 

NOTICES 

Meetings;  advisory  committees: 

28945  June  (2  documents) 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Animal  and  poultry  import  restrictions: 

28860  Horses,  mares  over  731  days  of  age,  from 
countries  affected  with  CEM 

Antitrust  Division 

NOTICES 

Competitive  impact  statements  and  proposed 
consent  judgments: 

29004  National  Finance  Adjusters,  Inc. 

Blind  and  Other  Severely  Handicapped, 
Committee  for  Purchase  From 
NOTICES 

28892,  Procurement  list,  1981;  additions  and  deletions  (2 
28893  documents) 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

NOTICES 

28890  Foreign  air  freight  forwarders;  revocation  of  foreign 
air  carrier  permits 
Hearings,  etc.: 

28888  Air  Chicago  fitness  investigation  (2  documents) 

28889  Air  Wisconsin  addition  of  Akron/Canton 
proceeding 


28889  Cape  Smith  Air  Service,  Inc.;  fitness 
determination 

28889  Eldoaire,  Inc.;  Fitness  determination 

28889  Rio  Airways,  Inc.;  Fitness  determination 

28890  Suburban  Airlines;  fitness  determination 

Commerce  Department 

See  International  Trade  Administration;  National 
Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Administration;  National 
Technical  Information  Service;  Patent  and 
Trademark  Office. 

Copyright  Office,  Library  of  Congress 

RULES 

28846  Works  of  sounds,  images,  or  both;  advance  notice 
of  potential  infringement 

Defense  Department 

See  also  Navy  Department. 

PROPOSED  RULES 
28865  Regulatory  agenda 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration 

RULES 

28840  Nomenclature  and  address  changes 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

NOTICES 

Consent  orders: 

28896  Encorp,  Inc. 

28897  Phillips  Oil  Operating  Co. 

Powerplant  and  industrial  fuel  use;  prohibition 
orders,  exemption  requests,  etc.: 

28898  General  Motors  Corp. 

Education  Department 

NOTICES 

Grant  applications  and  proposals;  closing  dates: 
28895  International  understanding  program 

Meetings:  ~ 

28894  Financing  Elementary  and  Secondary  Education 

Advisory  Panel 

Employment  and  Training  Administration 

NOTICES 

29008  Employment  transfer  and  business  competition 
determinations;  Financial  assistance  applications 
Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

29008  Miami,  Fla.;  proposed  Job  Corps  Center  at  Ada 
Merritt  Junior  High  School 

Employment  Standards  Administration 

NOTICES 

29152  Minimum  wages  for  Federal  and  federally-assisted 
construction;  general  wage  determination  decisions, 
modifications,  and  supersedeas  decisions  (Ariz., 
Calif.,  Colo.,  Conn.,  Fla.,  Hawaii,  Minn.,  Miss., 

Nev.,  Oreg.,  Pa.) 
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Energy  Department 

See  Economic  Regulatory  Administration;  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission;  Hearings  and 
Appeals  Office,  Energy  Department. 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

RULES 

Hazardous  waste  programs;  interim  authorizations; 
various  States: 

28850  Rhode  Island 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Air  quality  implementation  plans;  approval  and 
promulgation;  various  States,  etc.: 

28871  Maryland 

Air  quality  planning  purposes;  designation  of  areas: 

28872  Texas 

Water  pollution;  effluent  guidelines  for  point  source 
categories: 

28873  Coal  mining;  corrections  and  availability  of 

development  documents,  etc. 

NOTICES 

Air  quality;  prevention  of  significant  deterioration 
(PSD): 

28936,  Nonapplicability  determinations  (2  documents) 

28937 

28936  Permit  approvals  (2  documents) 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

28937  Agency  statements;  weekly  receipts 

28939  Indianapolis,  Ind.;  sludge  management  plan 

Motor  vehicle  fuel  economy,  evaluation  of  retrofit 
devices: 

28936  Automotive  cylinder  deactivator  system 

Waste  management,  solid: 

28938  Open  dumps;  inventory 

Equal  Employment  Opportunity  Commission 

NOTICES 

28939  Equal  employment  opportunity  responsibilities; 
discrimination  complaint  handling  and  information 
sharing  procedures;  memorandum  of  understanding 
with  Office  of  Federal  Inspector  of  Alaska  Natural 
Gas  Transportation  System 

Federal  Communications  Commission 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

28942  International  Telegraph  and  Telephone 
Consultative  Committee;  address  change 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation 

NOTICES 

29022  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Federal  Election  Commission 

NOTICES 

29022  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

28942  Pennsylvania  special  election;  filing  dates 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

RULES 

Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978: 

28839  Incremental  pricing;  acquisition  cost  thresholds 
NOTICES 
Hearings,  etc.: 

28900  Central  Maine  Power  Co. 

28900  Coleman,  William  T.,  Jr. 

28901  Consolidated  Hydroelectric,  Inc. 

28902  Dayton  Power  &  Light  Co. 


28903  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  et  al. 

28904  Georgia  Power  Co. 

28904  Gulf  States  Utilities  Co. 

28905  Kansas  Gas  &  Electric  Co. 

28906  Kansas  Power  &  Light  Co. 

28907  Missouri  Edison  Co. 

28907  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp. 

28907  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  et  al. 

28908  Texas  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp. 

28908  Texas-New  Mexico  Power  Co. 

28908  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp. 

29022  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 
Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978: 

28909,  Jurisdictional  agency  determinations  (2 
28917  documents) 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 

NOTICES 

29022,  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (2  documents) 

29023 

Federal  Home  Loan  Mortgage  Corporation 

NOTICES 

29023  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (2  documents) 

Federal  Maritime  Commission 

RULES 

28858  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act;  implementation 

NOTICES 

Energy  and  environmental  statements;  availability, 
etc.: 

28943  Frederick  Richards,  Inc.  and  Frederick  Richards 
.  of  Georgia,  Inc.;  marketing  manager  agreement 
28943  Hong  Kong,  Taiwan,  and  Macao  to  Pacific  Coast 
ports  of  U.S.;  all-water  trades,  rate-making 
agreement 
Tariff  cancellations: 

28943  California  Freight  Specialists 

Federal  Register  Office 

RULES 

29220  Incorporations  by  reference,  approval  and 
corrections 

Federal  Reserve  System 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

28944  Eldorado  Bancorp 

28944  United  Michigan  Corp. 

29023  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

PROPOSED  RULES 

28881  Migratory  birds,  importation  or  exportation  of; 
deletion  of  permit  requirement 

NOTICES 

28960,  Endangered  and  threatened  species  permit 
28961  applications  (3  documents) 

28961  Marine  mammal  permit  applications 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

RULES 

Animal  drugs,  feeds,  and  related  products: 

28840  Pyrantel  tartrate 

29220  Incorporations  by  reference,  approval  and 

corrections,  See  entry  under  Federal  Register 
Office. 
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28339 

28947 

28946 

28948 

28885 

28837 

28859 

28888 

28944 

28961 

28962 

28928 
28933, 
28935 

28929 

29220 


Pineapple,  canned;  identity  standards;  effective 

date  confirmed  28841 

NOTICES 

GRAS  or  prior  sanctioned  ingredients; 
comprehensive  safety  review;  hearings 
Medical  devices: 

Gonorrhea  antibody  test  kits  (GAT’s);  premarket 
approval;  hearing  on  petition  to  withdraw 
Tomato  juice;  identity  standards  deviation; 
temporary  permits  for  market  testing 

Food  and  Nutrition  Service 
NOTICES 

Food  stamp  program: 

Demonstration  project;  alternative  methods  of 
delivering  benefits 

Food  Safety  and  Quality  Service 
RULES 

Meat  and  poultry  inspection,  mandatory:  special 
provisions  for  designated  States: 

Idaho 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Peanuts,  shelled;  grade  standards;  withdrawn 

Forest  Service 
NOTICES 

Meetings: 

Uinta  National  Forest  Grazing  Advisory  Board 

General  Accounting  Office 
NOTICES 

Regulatory  reports  review;  proposals,  approvals, 
violations,  etc.  (NRC) 

General  Services  Administration 

See  Federal  Register  Office 

Geological  Survey 
NOTICES 

Coal  lease  areas;  maximum  economic  recovery  and 
fair  market  value; 

China  Butte  and  Red  Rim  tracts,  Green  River- 
Hams  Fork  Coal  Region,  Wyoming;  inquiry 
Outer  Continental  Shelf;  oil,  gas,  and  sulphur 
operations;  development  and  production  plans: 

Mesa  Petroleum  Co. 

Health  and  Human  Services  Department 

See  Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental  Health 
Administration;  Food  and  Drug  Administration; 

Public  Health  Service;  Social  Security 
Administrations. 

Hearings  and  Appeals  Office,  Energy  Department 

NOTICES 

Applications  for  exception: 

Cases  filed 

Decisions  and  orders  (2  documents) 

Special  refund  procedures;  implementation  and 
inquiry 

Housing  and  Urban  Development  Department 
RULES 

Incorporations  by  reference,  approval  and 
corrections.  See  entry  under  Federal  Register 
Office. 


Low  income  housing: 

Elderly  or  handicapped  housing;  interest  rate 
determination 

Interior  Department 

See  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service;  Geological  Survey; 
Land  Management  Bureau;  National  Park  Service. 

International  Convention  Advisory  Commission 
NOTICES 
28963  Meetings 

International  Trade  Administration 
NOTICES 

Antidumping: 

28891  Stainless  steel  wire  rods  from  France 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
NOTICES 

Agreements  under  sections  5a  and  b,  applications 
for  approval,  etc.: 

29004  Western  Railroads  et  al. 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

29003  Mt.  Vernon  Terminal  Railway  Inc.;  Whatcom 

County,  Wash.;  construction  and  operation 

Motor  carriers: 

28975  Finance  applications 

29001  Intercorporate  hauling  operations;  intent  to 

engage  in 

28963,  Permanent  authority  applications  (6  documents) 

28964, 

28977, 

28978, 

28993 

29004  Permanent  authority  applications;  correction 

28999  Permanent  authority  applications;  operating 

rights  republication 

28980  Permanent  authority  applications;  restriction 

removals 
Rail  carriers: 

29002  OKC  Corp.  v.  Missouri-Kansas-Texas  Railroad 
Co.  et  al.;  undercharges  on  iron  ore  movement; 
exemption 

Railroad  services  abandonment: 

28999  Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe  Railway  Co. 

29000,  Chesapeake  &  Ohio  Railway  Co.  (3  documents) 

29001 

29003,  Seaboard  Coast  Line  Railroad  Co.  (2  documents) 

29004 

Justice  Department 

See  Antitrust  Division;  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration. 

Labor  Department 

See  also  Employment  and  Training  Administration; 
Employment  Standards  Administration;  Mine 
Safety  and  Health  Administration;  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Administration;  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs  Office. 

NOTICES 

Adjustment  assistance: 

2901 1  Ball  &  Socket  Plastics,  Inc. 

29012  E.  M.  Richmond  Co. 

Land  Management  Bureau 
RULES 

Public  land  orders: 

28851-  California  (12  documents) 

28856 
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28857  Montana 

28857,  Oregon  (3  documents] 

28858 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

28954,  Wyoming  (2  documents) 

28955 

Classification  of  lands: 

28958  Colorado 

28953,  New  Mexico  (3  documents) 

28958 

28954  Wyoming 

Coal  leases,  exploration  licenses,  etc.: 

28955-  Alabama  (3  documents) 

28957 

Conveyance  of  lands: 

28954  New  Mexico 

Environmental  statements:  availability,  etc.: 

28951  Outer  Continental  Shelf;  offshore  Southern 
California;  oil  and  gas  lease  sale 

Exchange  of  public  lands  for  private  land: 

28959  Idaho 
Meetings: 

28953  Medford  District  Advisory  Council 

28959  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Advisory  Board 

28959  San  Juan  River  Regional  Coal  Team 

28953  Susanville  District.  Grazing  Advisory  Board 
Wilderness  areas;  characteristics,  inventories,  etc.: 

28952  Arizona 

28954  New  Mexico 

Withdrawal  and  reservation  of  lands,  proposed, 
etc.: 

28955  Wyoming 

Mine  Safety  and  Health  Administration 

NOTICES 

Petitions  for  mandatory  safety  standard 
modifications: 

29009  Amax  Lead  Co.  of  Missouri 

29010  Consolidation  Coal  Co. 

29010  Occidental  Oil  Shale,  Inc. 

Minority  Business  Development  Agency 

NOTICES 

28892  Financial  assistance  application  announcements 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

29012  Wage  Committee 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Fishery  conservation  and  management: 

28883  Billfish  fisheries,  Western  Pacific;  hearings 

National  Park  Service 

RULES 

Special  regulations: 

28846  Glacier  Bay  National  Park  and  Preserve; 

humpback  whale  protection;  deferral  of  effective 
date  and  request  for  comments 

National  Technical  Information  Service 

NOTICES 

Patent  licenses,  exclusive: 

28892  Nuclear  Associates 


National  Transportation  Safety  Board 

NOTICES 

29023  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Navy  Department 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

28893  Education  and  Training  Advisory  Board 
28893  Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 

RULES 

Nuclear  material,  special;  domestic  licensing: 

28838  Emergency  planning;  correction 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

29012,  Carolina  Power  &  Light  Co.  (2  documents) 

29013 

29013  Mallinckrodt,  Inc. 

29015  Pennsylvania  Power  &  Light  Co.  et  al. 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

29013  General  Electric  Co.;  test  reactor 

29012  Texas  Utilities  Generating  Co.;  Comanche  Peak 

Electric  Station,  Units  1  and  2 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Administration 

RULES 

Health  and  safety  standards: 

28845  Lead;  occupational  exposure  standards;  trigger 

levels  for  medical  removal  protection;  deferral  of 
effective  date 

28845  Occupational  noise  exposure;  hearing 

conservation  program;  deferral  of  effective  date 
Inspections,  citation,  and  proposed  penalties: 

28842  Walkaround  pay;  revoked 

PROPOSED  RULES 

28864  Marine  terminals;  health  and  safety  standards; 
extension  of  time 

NOTICES 

Variance  applications: 

29010  Interlake  Stamping  Corp. 

Patent  and  Trademark  Office 

RULES 

Patent  cases: 

29176  Reexamination  proceedings 

Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit  Programs  Office 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

29011  Employee  Welfare  and  Pension  Benefit  Plans 

Advisory  Council 

President’s  Economic  Policy  Advisory  Board 

NOTICES 

29015  Meetings 

Public  Health  Service 

NOTICES 

28949  Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records 

Rural  Electrification  Administration 

RULES 

Electric  borrowers: 

28836  National  Electrical  Safety  Code-ANSI  C2,  1981 
edition,  revision  (Bulletin  40-7) 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

28888  Wabash  Valley  Power  Association,  Inc.; 
financing  assistance 
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Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
NOTICES 

Hearings,  etc.: 

29015  American  Electric  Power  Service  Corp.  et  al. 

29016  Connecticut  Yankee  Atomic  Power  Co. 

29020  West  Texas  Utilities  Co. 

Self-regulatory  organizations:  proposed  rule 
changes: 

29016  Municipal  Securities  Rulemaking  Board 

Self-regulatory  organizations:  unlisted  trading 
privileges: 

29016  Cincinnati  Stock  Exchange 

29019  Philadelphia  Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 

Small  Business  Administration 
NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

29020  Grocers  Capital  Co.,  Inc. 

Small  business  investment  companies: 

29020  Maximum  annual  cost  of  money  to  small 

business  concerns:  Federal  Financing  Bank  rate 

Social  Security  Administration 

RULES 

Social  security  benefits  and  supplemental  security 
income: 

29190  Disability  determinations 

Veterans  Administration 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements:  availability,  etc.: 

29020  New  York,  N.Y.;  rehabilitation  engineering  and 
outpatient  clinic 

Meetings: 

29021  Educational  Allowances  Station  Committee 


INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Land  Management  Bureau — 

28953  Medford  District  Advisory  Council,  Subcommittee 
meeting,  Medford,  Oreg.  (open),  6-12-81 
28959  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Advisory  Board,  Alaska 
Regional  Technical  Working  Group,  Anchorage, 
Alaska  (open),  6-24  and  6-25-81 
28953  Susanville  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board, 
Susanville,  Calif,  (open),  6-9-81 

INTERNATIONAL  CONVENTION  ADVISORY  COMMISSION 
28963  Meeting,  Washington,  D.C.  (open),  6-30-81 

LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit  Programs  Office — 

2901 1  Advisory  Committee,  Washington,  D.C.  (open), 
6-30-81 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 

29012  NASA  Wage  Committee,  Washington,  D.C. 
(closed),  6-26-81 

PRESIDENT’S  ECONOMIC  POLICY  ADVISORY  BOARD 
29015  Meeting,  Washington,  D.C.  (closed),  6-11-81 


CHANGED  MEETING 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 
28942  International  Telegraph  and  Telephone 

Consultative  Committee  (CCITT),  Study  Group  A  of 
the  U.S.  Organization,  Washington,  D.C.  (open), 

5-28-81  (location  change) 


MEETINGS  ANNOUNCED  IN  THIS  ISSUE  HEARINGS 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

Forest  Service — 

28888  Uinta  National  Forest  Grazing  Advisory  Board, 
Woodland,  Utah  (open),  6-17-81 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

Navy  Department — 

28893  Education  and  Training  Advisory  Board,  Newport, 
R.I.  (open),  7-16  and  7-17-81 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT 

28894  Financing  Elementary  and  Secondary  Education 
Advisory  Panel,  Berkeley,  Calif,  (open),  6-30  and 
7-1-81 

HEALTH  AND  HUMAN  SERVICES  DEPARTMENT 

Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental  Health 
Administration — 

28945  Alcohol  Human  Resource  Development  Review 

Committee,  Rockville,  Md.  (partially  open),  6-4  and 

6-5-81 

28945  Community  Alcoholism  Services  Review 

Committee,  Rockville,  Md.  (partially  open),  6-17 
through  6-22-81 

28945  Federal  Activities  for  Alcohol  Abuse  and 

Alcoholism  Interagency  Committee,  Washington, 
D.C.  (open),  6-9-81 


COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration — 

28883  Western  Pacific  Fishery  Management  Council, 

Honolulu,  Hawaii,  6-16;  Hilo,  Hawaii,  6-17;  Kona, 
Hawaii,  6-18;  Pago  Pago,  American  Samoa,  6-25; 
Lihue,  Kauai,  6-29;  Kahului,  Maui,  6-30  and  Agana. 
Guam.  7-13-81 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT 

28894  Financing  Elementary  and  Secondary  Education 

Advisory  Panel,  San  Francisco  and  Berkeley,  Calif., 

6- 29  and  6-30-81  respectively 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Land  Management  Bureau — 

28959  New  Mexico  and  Colorado  San  ]uan  River 
Regional  Coal  Team,  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex., 

7- 13-81  and  Farmington,  N.  Mex.,  7-16-81 
28951  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Offshore  Southern 

California,  availability  of  a  draft  environmental 
impact  statement,  proposes  oil  and  gas  lease  sale 
No.  68,  Santa  Barbara,  Calif.,  7-28  and  7-29-81  and 
Long  Beach,  Calif.,  7-30  and  possibly  7-31-81 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

29021  Educational  Allowances  on  Station  Committee, 
Tacoma,  Wash.,  7-2-81 
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Presidential  Documents; 


Presidential  Determination  No.  81-7  of  May  20,  1981 


Determination  under  Section  2(b)(2)  of  the  Export-Import  Bank 
Act  of  1945,  as  amended — Socialist  Republic  of  Romania 


Memorandum  for  the  Secretary  of  State 


Pursuant  to  Section  2(b)(2)  of  the  Export-Jmport  Bank  Act  of  1945,  as  amended, 
I  determine  that  it  is  in  the  national  interest  for  the  Export-Import  Bank  of  the 
United  States  to  extend  a  credit  in  the  amount  of  $120,742,500  to  the  Socialist 
Republic  of  Romania  in  connection  with  its  purchase  of  two  nuclear  steam 
turbine  generators  and  related  services  and  spare  parts. 

On  my  behalf,  please  transmit  this  determination  to  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
and  the  President  of  the  Senate. 


This  determination  shall  be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

ctva-o \ 


a 


[FR  Doc.  81-16217 
Filed  5-27-81;  2:29  pm] 
Billing  code  3195-01-M 


THE  WHITE  HOUSE, 
Washington,  May  20,  1981. 


Rules  and  Regulations 


Federal  Register 

Vol.  46,  No.  103 
Friday,  May  29,  1981 


28835 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  regulatory  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  most 
of  which  are  keyed  to  and  codified  in 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is 
published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44 
U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold 
by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents. 

Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the 
first  FEDERAL  REGISTER  issue  of  each 
month. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
7  CFR  Part  910 
[Lemon  Reg.  307] 

Lemons  Grown  in  California  and 
Arizona;  Limitation  of  Handling 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  regulation  establishes 
the  quantity  of  fresh  Califomia-Arizona 
lemons  that  may  be  shipped  to  market 
during  the  period  May  31-June  6, 1981. 
Such  action  is  needed  to  provide  for 
orderly  marketing  of  fresh  lemons  for 
this  period  due  to  the  marketing 
situation  confronting  the  lemon  industry. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  31, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
William  J.  Doyle,  202-447-5975. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Findings. 
This  rule  has  been  reviewed  under 
USDA  procedures  and  Executive  Order 
12291  and  has  been  classified  “not 
significant,”  and  not  a  major  rule.  This 
regulation  is  issued  under  the  marketing 
agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order  No. 
910,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  910), 
regulating  the  handling  of  lemons  grown 
in  California  and  Arizona.  The 
agreement  and  order  are  effective  under 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674).  The  action  is  based  upon  the 
recommendations  and  information 
submitted  by  the  Lemon  Administrative 
Committee  and  upon  other  available 
information.  It  is  hereby  found  that  this 
action  will  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act. 

This  action  is  consistent  with  the 
marketing  policy  for  1980-81.  The 
marketing  policy  was  recommended  by 
the  committee  following  discussion  at  a 


public  meeting  on  July  8, 1980.  A 
regulatory  impact  analysis  on  the 
marketing  policy  is  available  from 
William  J.  Doyle,  Acting  Chief,  Fruit 
Branch,  F&V,  AMS,  USDA,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250,  telephone  202-447-5975. 

The  committee  met  again  publicly  on 
May  26, 1981,  at  Los  Angeles,  California, 
to  consider  the  current  and  prospective 
conditions  of  supply  and  demand  and 
recommended  a  quantity  of  lemons 
deemed  advisable  to  be  handled  during 
the  specified  week.  The  committee 
reports  the  demand  for  lemons  is  good. 

It  is  further  found  that  it  is 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rulemaking,  and 
postpone  the  effective  date  until  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
(5  U.S.C.  553),  because  of  insufficient 
time  between  the  date  when  information 
became  available  upon  which  this 
regulation  is  based  and  the  effective 
date  necessary  to  effectuate  the 
declared  purposes  of  the  act.  Interested 
persons  were  given  an  opportunity  to 
submit  information  and  views  on  the 
regulation  at  an  open  meeting.  It  is 
necessary  to  effectuate  the  declared 
purposes  of  the  act  to  make  these 
regulatory  provisions  effective  as 
specified,  and  handlers  have  been 
apprised  of  such  provisions  and  the 
effective  time. 

Forms  required  for  operation  under 
this  part  are  subject  to  clearance  by  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  and 
are  in  the  process  of  reviews.  They  shall 
not  become  effective  until  such  time  as 
clearance  by  the  OMB  has  been 
obtained. 

Section  910.607  is  added  as  follows: 

§  910.607  Lemon  Regulation  307. 

The  quantity  of  lemons  grown  in 
California  and  Arizona  which  may  be 
handled  during  the  period  May  31, 1981, 
through  June  6, 1981,  is  established  at 
320,000  cartons. 

(Secs.  1-19, 48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  May  28, 1981. 

D.  S.  Kuryloski,  — 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  81-16341  Filed  5-28-81: 11:42  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  3410-02-44 


7  CFR  Part  916 

[Nectarine  Reg.  13] 

Nectarines  Grown  in  California;  Grade 
and  Size  Requirements 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

action:  Interim  rule. 

summary:  This  regulation  sets  minimum 
grade  and  size  requirements  for 
shipments  of  specified  varieties  of  fresh 
California  nectarines  for  the  period  June 
1, 1981,  through  August  15, 1981.  Such 
action  is  designed  to  promote  orderly 
marketing  of  suitable  quality  and  sizes 
of  fresh  California  nectarines  in  the 
interest  of  producers  and  consumers. 
DATE:  Interim  rule  effective  June  1, 1981; 
comments  which  are  received  by  June 
29, 1981  will  be  considered. 
address:  Send  two  copies  of  comments 
to  the  Hearing  Clerk,  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Room  1077, 
South  Building,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
William  J.  Doyle,  Acting  Chief,  Fruit 
Branch,  F&V,  AMS,  USDA,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250,  telephone  202-447-5975. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This  rule 
has  been  reviewed  under  USDA 
procedures  and  Executive  Order  12291 
and  has  been  classified  “not  significant” 
and  not  a  major  rule.  William  T.  Manley, 
Deputy  Administrator,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service,  has  determined  that 
this  action  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  because  it 
would  not  measurably  affect  costs  for 
the  directly  regulated  handlers. 

This  regulation  is  issued  under  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  916,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
916),  regulating  the  handling  of  fresh 
nectarines  grown  in  California.  The 
agreement  and  order  are  effective  under 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674).  This  action  is  based  upon  the 
recommendations  and  information 
submitted  by  the  Nectarine 
Administrative  Committee,  established 
under  the  order,  and  upon  other 
information.  It  is  hereby  found  that  this 
action  will  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act. 

The  committee  met  on  May  7, 1981,  to 
consider  supply  and  market  conditions 
and  other  factors  affecting  the  need  for 
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regulation.  The  committee  estimates 
fresh  shipments  of  California  nectarines 
for  1981  at  16,206,000  packages, 
compared  with  15,677,000  packages  last 
season.  The  committee  reports  that  the 
1981  California  nectarine  crop  is  sizing 
normally  and  is  of  good  quality. 

The  grade  and  size  requirements  are 
necessary  to  prevent  the  shipment  of 
California  nectarines  of  a  lower  grade  or 
smaller  size  than  specified  and  are 
designed  to  provide  ample  supplies  of 
good  quality  fruit  in  the  interest  of 
producers  and  consumers  pursuant  to 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

It  is  further  found  that  it  is 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rulemaking,  and 
postpone  the  effective  date  until  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
(5  U.S.C.  553),  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  these  regulatory  provisions 
effective  as  specified  in  that  (1) 
shipment  of  the  current  crop  of 
nectarines  is  in  progress  and  this 
regulation  should  be  applicable  to  all 
shipments  during  the  season;  (2)  the 
current  California  nectarine  regulation 
(45  FR  32308;  45252)  will  expire  May  31, 
1981;  (3)  the  California  nectarine 
regulation  was  recommended  by  the 
committee  following  discussion  at  a 
public  meeting;  (4)  California  nectarine 
handlers  have  been  apprised  of  these 
requirements  and  the  effective  date;  and 
(5)  the  requirements  are  essentially  the 
same  as  those  currently  in  effect. 

Forms  required  for  operation  under 
this  part  are  subject  to  clearance  by  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  and 
are  in  the  process  of  review.  They  shall 
not  become  effective  until  such  time  as 
clearance  by  the  OMB  has  been 
obtained. 

Therefore,  a  new  §  916.355  is  added  to 
read  as  follows:  (§  916.355  expires 
August  15, 1981,  and  will  not  be 
published  in  the  annual  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations). 

§916.355  Nectarine  Regulation  13. 

(a)  During  the  period  June  1, 1981, 
through  August  15, 1981,  no  handler 
shall  handle: 

(1)  Any  package  or  container  of  any 
variety  of  nectarines  unless  such 
nectarines  meet  the  requirements  of  U.S. 
No.  1  grade:  Provided,  That  maturity 
shall  be  determined  by  the  application 
of  color  standards  by  variety  or  such 
other  tests  as  determined  to  be  proper 
by  the  Federal  or  Federal-State 
Inspection  Service:  Provided  further, 
That  nectarines  2  inches  in  diameter  or 
smaller,  shall  not  have  fairly  light 
colored,  fairly  smooth  scars  which 
exceed  the  aggregate  area  of  a  circle  % 
inch  in  diameter,  and  nectarines  larger 


than  2  inches  in  diameter  shall  not  have 
fairly  light  colored,  fairly  smooth  scars 
which  exceed  an  aggregate  area  of  a 
circle  %  inch  in  diameter:  Provided 
further,  That  an  additional  tolerance  of 
25  percent  shall  be  permitted  for  fruit 
that  is  not  well  formed  but  not  badly 
misshapen. 

(2)  Any  package  or  container  of 
Mayred  variety  nectarines  unless: 

(i)  Such  nectarines,  when  packed  in 
molded  forms  (tray  pack)  in  a  No.  22D 
standard  lug  box,  are  of  a  size  that  will 
pack,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  a  standard  pack,  not 
more  than  112  nectarines  in  the  lug  box; 

(ii)  Such  nectarines  in  any  container 
when  packed  other  than  as  specified  in 
subdivision  (i)  of  this  subparagraph  (2) 
are  of  a  size  that  a  16-pound  sample, 
representative  of  the  nectarines  in  the 
package  or  container,  contains  not  more 
than  105  nectarines. 

(3)  Any  package  or  container  of 
Aurelio  Grand,  Mayfair,  Maybelle,  or 
Royal  Delight  variety  nectarines  unless: 

(i)  Such  nectarines,  when  packed  in 
molded  forms  (tray  pack)  in  a  No.  22D 
standard  lug  box,  are  of  a  size  that  will 
pack,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  a  standard  pack,  not 
more  thatn  108  nectarines  in  the  lug  box; 

(ii)  Such  nectarines  in  any  container 
when  packed  other  than  as  specified  in 
subdivision  (i)  of  this  subparagraph  (3) 
are  of  a  size  that  a  16-pound  sample, 
representative  of  the  nectarines  in  the 
package  or  container,  contains  not  more 
than  98  nectarines. 

(4)  Any  package  or  container  of 
Apache,  Armking,  Arm  Queen,  Crimson 
Gold,  Early  Star,  Gee  Red,  June  Belle, 
June  Grand,  May  Grand,  Red  June, 
Spring  Grand,  73-40,  or  Zee  Gold  variety 
nectarines  unless: 

(i)  Such  nectarines,  when  packed  in 
molded  forms  (tray  pack)  in  a  No.  22D 
standard  lug  box,  are  of  a  size  that  will 
pack,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  a  standard  pack,  not 
more  than  96  nectarines  in  the  lug  box; 
or 

(ii)  Such  nectarines  in  any  container 
when  packed  other  than  as  specified  in 
subdivision  (i)  of  this  subparagraph  (4) 
are  of  a  size  that  a  16-pound  sample, 
representative  of  the  nectarines  in  the 
package  or  container,  contains  not  more 
than  90  nectarines. 

(5)  Any  package  or  container  of 
Autumn  Grand,  Bob  Grand,  Clinton- 
Strawberry,  Early  Sun  Grand,  Ed’s  Red, 
Fairlane,  Fantasia,  Firebrite,  Flamekist, 
Flavortop,  Flavortop  I,  Gold  King, 
Granderli,  Hi-Red,  Independence,  Kent 
Grand,  Late  Le  Grand,  Le  Grand,  Moon 
Grand,  Niagara  Grand,  Red  Diamond, 
Red  Free,  Red  Grand,  Regal  Grand, 
Richards  Grand,  Royal  Giant,  Royal 


Grand,  Ruby  Grand,  September  Grand, 
Tasty  Free,  Tom  Grand,  Honey  Gold, 
Larry's  Grand,  Son  Red,  Spring  Red,  Star 
Grand,  Summer  Grand,  Sun  Grand,  or 
Sun  King  variety  nectarines  unless: 

(i)  Such  nectarines,  when  packed  in 
molded  forms  (tray  pack)  in  a  No.  22D 
standard  lug  box,  are  of  a  size  that  will 
pack,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  a  standard  pack,  not 
more  than  84  nectarines  in  the  lug  box; 
or 

(ii)  Such  nectarines  in  any  container 
when  packed  other  than  specified  in 
subdivision  (i)  of  this  subparagraph  (5) 
are  of  a  size  that  a  16-pound  sample, 
representative  of  the  nectarines  in  the 
package  or  container,  contains  not  more 
than  75  nectarines. 

(b)  As  used  herein,  “U.S.  No.  1”  and 
“standard  pack”  mean  the  same  as 
defined  in  the  United  States  Standards 
for  Grades  of  Nectarines  (7  CFR 
2851.3145-3160);  “No.  22D  standard  lug 
box”  means  the  same  as  defined  in 
Section  1380.19(17)  of  the  “Regulations 
of  the  California  Department  of  Food 
and  Agriculture.” 

(Secs.  1-19, 48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  May  27. 1981. 

D.  S.  Kuryloski, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  81-18235  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3410-02-M 


Rural  Electrification  Administration 
7  CFR  Part  1701 

Public  Information;  Appendix  A— REA 
Bulletins 

AGENCY:  Rural  Electrification 
Administration,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Rural  Electrification 
Administration  (REA)  hereby  amends 
Appendix  A — REA  Bulletins  to  provide 
for  a  revision  of  REA  Bulletin  40-7, 
“National  Electrical  Safety  Code — ANSI 
C2, 1981  Edition.”  The  revision  changes 
the  standards  to  which  all  REA-financed 
construction  must  comply  from  the  1977 
edition  of  the  National  Electrical  Safety 
Code  to  the  1981  edition. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  19, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

James  C.  Dedman,  telephone  (202)  447- 
7040.  A  Final  Impact  Statement  has  been 
prepared  and  is  available  from  the 
Director,  Engineering  Standards 
Division,  Rural  Electrification 
Administration,  Room  1270-S,  U.S. 
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Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  REA 

regulations  are  issued  pursuant  to  the 
Rural  Electrification  Act  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  901  et  seq.).  REA  hereby  amends 
Appendix  A-REA  Bulletins  to  provide 
for  a  revision  of  REA  Bulletin  40-7, 
“National  Electrical  Safety  Code — ANSI 
C2, 1981  Edition.”  A  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  February  3, 1981, 
Volume  46,  No.  22.  However,  no  public 
comments  were  received  in  response  to 
this  notice. 

This  final  action  has  been  issued  in 
conformance  with  Executive  Order 
12291,  Federal  Regulation,  and  has  been 
determined  to  be  “not  major.” 

This  program  is  listed  in  the  Catalog 
of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  as 
10.850 — Rural  Electrification  Loans  and 
Loan  Guarantees. 

Dated:  May  19, 1981. 

Joe  S.  Zoller, 

Acting  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  81-15806  Filed  5-28-81: 8:45  am| 

BILUNG  COOE  3410-15-4* 

Food  Safety  and  Quality  Service 

9  CFR  Part  331 

[Docket  Number  81-018F] 

Designation  of  the  State  of  Idaho 
Under  the  Federal  Meat  Inspection  Act 

agency:  Food  Safety  and  Quality 
Service,  USD  A. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
hereby  designates  the  State  of  Idaho 
under  section  301(c)(3)  of  the  Federal 
Meat  Inspection  Act.  The  Governor  of 
the  State  of  Idaho  has  advised  this 
Department  that  the  State  of  Idaho  is  no 
longer  in  a  position  to  continue 
administering  a  State  meat  inspection 
program  after  June  30, 1981.  Accordingly, 
effective  July  1, 1981,  all  establishments 
.operating  under  the  Idaho  meat 
inspection  program  shall  be  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  titles  I  and  IV  of  the 
Federal  Meat  Inspection  Act  By  this 
designation,  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  pursuant  to  law,  is 
assuming  the  responsibility,  previously 
held  by  the  State  of  Idaho,  of 
administering  the  meat  inspection 
program  with  respect  to  establishments 
operating,  and  intrastate  operations  and 
transactions,  wholly  within  that  State. 

The  provisions  concerning  designated 
States  are  found  in  Part  331,  Subchapter 


A,  Chapter  III,  Title  9  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 

EFFECTIVE  DATES:  Effective  date  of  this 
notice:  May  31, 1981.  Effective  date  of 
the  application  of  the  regulations  will  be 
July  1, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dr.  Joe  Blair,  Director,  Federal-State 
Relations  Branch,  Field  Operations, 

Meat  and  Poultry  Inspection  Program, 
Food  Safety  and  Quality  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
DC  20250,  (202)  447-6313. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Executive  Order  12291 

This  final  rule  is  isued  in  conformance 
with  Executive  Order  12291,  and  has 
been  determined  to  be  not  a  “major 
rule."  The  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  pursuant  to  law,  is 
assuming  the  responsibility,  previously 
held  by  the  State  of  Idaho,  of 
administering  the  meat  inspection 
program  with  respect  to  establishments 
operating,  and  intrastate  operations  and 
transactions,  wholly  within  that  State. 
This  action  is  being  taken  because  the 
State  of  Idaho  indicated  it  was  no  longer 
in  a  position  to  enforce  requirements 
with  respect  to  said  establishments  at 
least  equal  to  those  imposed  under  titles 
I  and  IV  of  the  Federal  Meat  Inspection 
Act.  Consequently,  it  should  not  result 
in  an  annual  effect  on  the  economy  of 
$100  million  or  more;  a  major  increase  in 
costs  or  prices  for  consumers,  individual 
industries.  Federal,  State,  or  local 
government  agencies,  or  geographic 
regions;  or  significant  adverse  effects  on 
competition,  employment  investment, . 
productivity,  innovation,  or  the  ability  of 
United  States-based  enterprises  to 
compete  with  foreign-based  enterprises 
in  domestic  or  export  markets. 

Effect  on  Small  Entities 

Dr.  Donald  L.  Houston,  Administrator, 
Food  Safety  and  Quality  Service,  has 
determined  that  this  action  will  not  have 
a  significant  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  As  stated 
above,  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  pursuant  to  law,  is 
assuming  the  responsibility,  previously 
held  by  the  State  of  Idaho,  of 
administering  the  meat  inspection 
program  with  respect  to  establishments 
operating,  and  operations  and 
transactions,  wholly  within  that  State. 
This  action  will  affect  approximately  75 
heretofore  State  inspected 
establishments  in  Idaho,  most,  if  not  alL 
of  which  may  be  presumed  to  be  small 
businesses.  However,  this  is  not  a 
substantial  number  of  establishments 
given  the  approximately  10,000  small 


meat  establishments  nationwide,  which, 
are  either  federally  or  State  inspected. 
Additionally,  the  application  of  certain 
Federal  facility  and  other  requirements 
to  such  establishments  will  be  flexible 
insofar  as  each  facility  will  be  reviewed 
with  regard  to  the  circumstances 
peculiar  to  that  establishment. 
Furthermore,  it  is  not  anticipated  that 
significant  costs  will  be  incurred  by 
these  Idaho  establishments  as  a  result  of 
this  action.  Those  specific 
establishments  for  which  some 
upgrading  of  facilities  is  indicated  will 
be  provided  up  to  36  months,  in  which  to 
make  such  changes. 

Background 

The  Governor  of  the  State  of  Idaho 
has  advised  this  Department  that  the 
State  of  Idaho  is  no  longer  in  a  position 
to  continue  administering  the  State  meat 
inspection  program  after  June  30, 1981, 
and  has  requested  the  Department  to 
assume  the  responsibility  for  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  titles  I  and  IV  of 
the  Federal  Meat  Inspection  Act  with 
respect  to  establishments  within  the 
State  at  which  cattle,  sheep,  swine, 
goats,  or  equines  are  slaughtered  or  their 
carcasses,  or  parts  or  products  thereof, 
are  prepared  for  use  as  human  food, 
solely  for  distribution  within  such  State, 
and  with  respect  to  intrastate  operations 
and  transactions  concerning  meat 
products  and  other  articles  and  animals 
subject  to  the  Federal  Meat  Inspection 
Act,  and  persons,  firms,  and 
corporations  engaged  therein. 

The  Secretary  heretofore  determined 
that  the  State  of  Idaho  had  developed 
and  activated  requirements  at  least 
equal  to  the  requirements  under  titles  I 
and  IV  of  the  Federal  Meat  Inspection 
Act.  However,  such  titles  contemplate  a 
continuous,  ongoing  program,  and  in 
view  of  the  termination  date  now 
applicable  to  the  Idaho  program,  it  is 
hereby  determined  that  Idaho  is  not 
effectively  enforcing  requirements  at 
least  equal  to  those  imposed  under  titles 
I  and  IV  of  the  Federal  Meat  Inspection 
Act.  Therefore,  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
designates  said  State  under  section 
301(c)(3)  of  the  Federal  Meat  Inspection 
Act. 

On  July  1, 1981,  the  provisions  of  titles 
I  and  IV  of  the  Federal  Meat  Inspection 
Act  shall  apply  to  intrastate  operations 
and  transactions  in  said  State  and  to 
persons,  firms,  and  corporations 
engaged  therein,  to  the  same  extent  and 
in  the  same  manner  as  if  such 
operations  and  transactions  were 
conducted  in  or  for  “commerce”,  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Federal  Meat 
Inspection  Act,  and  any  establishment 
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in  the  State  which  conducts  any 
slaughtering  or  preparation  of  carcasses 
or  parts  or  products  thereof,  as 
described  above,  must  have  Federal 
meat  inspection  or  cease  its  operations, 
unless  it  qualifies  for  an  exemption 
under  section  23(a)  or  301(c)  of  the 
Federal  Meat  Inspection  Act. 

Therefore,  the  operator  of  each  such 
establishment  who  desires  to  continue 
any  such  operations  after  June  30, 1981, 
should  immediately  communicate  with 
the  Regional  Director  for  Meat  and 
Poultry  Inspection,  as  listed  below,  for 
information  concerning  the  requirements 
and  exemptions  under  the  Act  and 
application  for  inspection  and  survey  of 
the  establishment:  Dr.  R.  B.  Albritton, 
Acting  Director,  Western  Region,  Meat 
and  Poultry  Inspection  Program,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Building  2C, 
620  Central  Avenue,  Alameda, 

California  94501,  (415)  273-7402. 

Accordingly,  Part  331  is  amended  as 
follows: 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  Part  331 
reads  as  follows: 

Authority:  Secs.  21  and  301,  81  Stat.  584, 

588,  592,  593,  595;  21  U.S.C.  621,  661. 

§331.2  [Amended] 

2.  The  table  in  §  331.2  of  the  Federal 
meat  inspection  regulations  (9  CFR 
331.2)  is  amended  as  follows: 

In  the  "State”  column,  “Idaho”  is 
added  immediately  below  "Guam”. 

In  the  “Effective  date  of  application  of 
Federal  provisions”  column,  “July  1, 
1981,”  is  added  on  the  line  with  "Idaho”. 

Dr.  Donald  L.  Houston,  Administrator, 
Food  Safety  and  Quality  Service,  has 
determined  that  it  is  necessary  to 
designate  the  State  of  Idaho 
immediately,  in  accordance  with  section 
301(c)  of  the  Federal  Meat  Inspection 
Act,  in  order  to  carry  out  the  Secretary’s 
responsibilities  under  the  Act. 

Therefore,  it  does  not  appear  that 
additional  relevant  information  would 
be  made  available  to  the  Secretary  by 
public  participation  in  this  rulemaking 
proceeding.  Accordingly,  under  the 
administrative  procedures  provisions  in 
5  U.S.C.  553,  it  is  found  upon  good  cause 
that  notice  and  other  public  procedures 
are  impracticable  and  contrary  to  public 
interest. 

Done  at  Washington,  DC,  on:  May  6, 1981. 
Donald  L.  Houston, 

Administrator,  Food  Safety  and  Quality 
Service. 

| PR  Doc.  81-16148  Piled  5-28-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3410-OM-M 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

10  CFR  Part  50 

Emergency  Planning;  Correction. 

AGENCY:  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Final  rule;  correction. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission  is  making 
two  minor  corrections  to  its  emergency 
planning  rules  that  appeared  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  Tuesday,  August  19, 
1980  [45  FR  55402].  The  two  corrections 
are  designed  to  bring  the  language  of  the 
rule  into  conformity  with  the 
Commission’s  intent. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  29, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mark  E.  Chopko,  Attorney,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 

DC  20555,  202-634-3224. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 
approving  the  text  of  the  final  rules  on 
emergency  planning  on  July  23, 1980,  the 
Commission  gave  considerable  attention 
to  whether  the  overall  standard  to  be 
used  in  judging  emergency  preparedness 
should  be  “whether  the  state  of  onsite 
and  offsite  emergency  preparedness 
provides  reasonable  assurance  that 
appropriate  protective  measures  can 
and  will  be  taken  in  the  event  of  a 
radiological  emergency"  or  some  other 
standard.  See  SECY-80-275,  Enel.  B  at  1, 
Vol.  14  of  Administrative  Record  of 
Emergency  Planning  Rulemaking  (PR-50 
(44  FR  75167))  [emphasis  added].  After 
extensive  debate,  the  Commission 
settled  upon  “adequate”  instead  of 
“appropriate.”  The  final  rule,  with  two 
inadvertent  exceptions,  reflects  that 
change.  45  FR  55402  (August  19, 1980), 
Transcript  of  July  23, 1980  Meeting,  20- 
48  (Vol.  9  of  Record,  supra).  As  the 
record  makes  clear,  the  Commission 
specifically  intended  in  its  public 
deliberations  that  the  word 
“appropriate”  was  to  be  changed 
accordingly,  especially  in  the  rules.  Id. 
at  47-48, 123-124.  Indeed,  the 
Supplementary  Information  uses  the 
intended  formulation  "adequate 
protective  measures”  with  respect  to 
both  new  licenses  and  operating 
facilities  in  describing  the  final  rules.  45 
FR  at  55403.  However,  one  passage  in  10 
CFR  50.54(s)(2)  [45  FR  at  55410]  and  one 
passage  in  Appendix  E,  §  III  [45  FR  at 
55411]  had  been  inadvertently 
overlooked  in  editing  the  final  rule  for 
publication  last  July.  These  minor 
corrections  will  conform  the  passages 


noted  to  the  Commission’s  intent  by 
replacing  “appropriate”  with  “adequate” 
in  the  phrase  “reasonable  assurance 
that .  .  .  protective  measures  can  and 
will  be  taken”  in  10  CFR  50.54  and 
making  a  similar  change  in  Appendix  E, 

§  III. 

Because  the  change  is  of  a  minor 
nature  to  conform  the  rules  to  the 
Commission's  intent  as  stated  in  the 
public  record  of  the  rulemaking  and 
does  not  signal  any  change  in  the 
standards  applied  under  the  rule  or  any 
other  change  in  NRC  practice,  the 
Commission  finds  good  cause  to  publish 
the  rule  without  advance  notice  and 
public  comment  thereon  as  unnecessary. 
For  the  same  reasons,  these  corrections 
shall  be  effective  as  a  final  rule  upon 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  the 
Energy  Reorganization  Act  of  1974,  as 
amended,  and  sections  552  and  553  of 
Title  5  of  the  United  States  Code,  the 
following  amendments  to  Title  10, 
Chapter  I,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
Part  50,  are  published  as  documents 
subject  to  codification: 

1.  Section  50.54  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (s)(2)  as  follows: 

§  50.54  Conditions  of  licenses. 

***** 

(s)  *  *  * 

(2)  For  operating  power  reactors,  the 
licensee,  State,  and  local  emergency 
response  plans  shall  be  implemented  by 
April  1, 1981,  except  as  provided  in 
Section  IV,  D.3  of  Appendix  E  of  this 
Part.  If,  after  April  1, 1981,  the  NRC  finds 
that  the  state  of  emergency 
preparedness  does  not  provide 
reasonable  assurance  that  adequate 
protective  measures  can  and  will  be 
taken  in  the  event  of  a  radiological 
emergency  and  if  the  deficiencies  are 
not  corrected  within  four  months  of  that 
finding,  the  Commission  will  determine 
whether  the  reactor  shall  be  shut  down 
until  such  deficiencies  are  remedied  or 
whether  other  enforcement  action  is 
appropriate.  In  determining  whether  a 
shutdown  or  other  enforcement  action  is 
appropriate,  the  Commission  shall  take 
into  account,  among  other  factors, 
whether  the  licensee  can  demonstrate  to 
the  Commission’s  satisfaction  that  the 
deficiencies  in  the  plan  are  not 
significant  for  the  plant  in  question,  or 
that  adequate  interim  compensating 
actions  have  been  or  will  be  taken 
promptly,  or  that  there  are  other 
compelling  reasons  for  continued 
operation. 


Federal  Register  /  Voi.  46,  No.  103  /  Friday,  May  29,  1981  /  Rules  and  Regulations 


28839 


2.  Part  50,  Appendix  E  is  amended  by 
revising  the  heading,  and  also  revising 
the  second  paragraph  of  paragraph  III, 
as  follows  [footnotes  omitted]: 

Appendix  E — Emergency  Planning  and 
Preparedness  for  Production  and  Utilization 
Facilities 

***** 

III.  The  Final  Safety  Analysis  Report 
***** 

The  plans  submitted  must  include  a 
description  of  the  elements  set  out  in  Section 
IV  for  the  Emergency  Planning  Zones  (EPZs) 
to  an  extent  sufficient  to  demonstrate  that  the 
plans  provide  reasonable  assurance  that 
adequate  protective  measures  can  and  will 
be  taken  in  the  event  of  an  emergency. 

(Sec.  161b.,  i.,  and  o. ,  Pub.  L.  83-703,  68  Stal. 
948  (42  U.S.C.  2201);  Sec.  201,  as  amended. 
Pub.  L.  93-438,  88  Stat.  1242,  Pub.  L.  94-79,  89 
Stat.  413  (42  U.S.C.  5341)) 

Dated  at  Washington,  DC,  this  22d  day  of 
May,  1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Samuel ).  Chilk. 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16145  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7590-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

18  CFR  Part  282 

(Docket  No.  RM79-14] 

Order  of  the  Director,  OPPR  of 
Publication  of  Incremental  Pricing 
Acquisition  Cost  Thresholds  Under 
Title  II  of  the  NGPA 

AGENCY:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Order  prescribing  incremental 
pricing  thresholds. 

SUMMARY:  The  Director  of  the  Office  of 
Pipeline  and  Producer  Regulation  is 
issuing  the  incremental  pricing 
acquisition  cost  thresholds  prescribed 
by  Title  II  of  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act 
and  18  CFR  282.304.  The  Act  requires  the 
Commission  to  compute  and  publish  the 
threshold  prices  before  the  beginning  of 
each  month  for  which  the  figures  apply. 
Any  cost  of  natural  gas  above  the  • 
applicable  threshold  is  considered  to  be 
an  incremental  gas  cost  subject  to 
incremental  pricing  surcharging. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  1,  1981. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Kenneth  A.  Williams,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  N.  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 

(202)  357-8500. 

Order  of  the  Director,  OPPR 

Issued:  May  22. 1981. 

Publication  of  prescribed  incremental 
pricing  acquisition  cost  threshold  of  the 
NGPA  of  1978.  Docket  No.  RM79-14. 

Section  203  of  the  NGPA  requires  that 
the  Commission  compute  and  make 
available  incremental  pricing 
acquisition  cost  threshold  prices 
prescribed  in  Title  II  before  the 
beginning  of  any  month  for  which  such 
figures  apply. 

Pursuant  to  that  mandate  and 
pursuant  to  §  375.307(1)  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations,  delegating  the 
publication  of  such  prices  to  the  Director 
of  the  Office  of  Pipeline  and  Producer 
Regulation,  the  incremental  pricing 
acquisition  cost  threshold  prices  for  the 
month  of  June  1981,  is  issued  by  the 
publication  of  a  price  table  for  the 
applicable  month. 

Kenneth  A.  Williams, 

Director,  Off  ice  of  Pipeline  and  Producer 
Regulation. 


Table  {.—Incremental  pricing  acquisition  cost  threshold  prices 


Calendar  year  1980 

Calendar  year  1981 

.lanu- 

try 

Feb¬ 

ruary 

March 

April 

May 

June 

July 

Au¬ 

gust 

Sep¬ 

tember 

Octo¬ 

ber 

No- 

vember 

De¬ 

cember 

Janu¬ 

ary 

Feb¬ 

ruary 

March 

April 

May 

June 

Incremental  pricing  threshold . 

$1,702 

$1,738 

$1,750 

$1,762 

$1,776 

$1,790 

$1,804 

$1,819 

$1,834 

$1  849 

$1,863 

$1,877 

$1,891 

$1  908 

$1,925 

$1,942  $1954 

$1,967 

NGPA  section  102  threshold . 

2.358 

2.381 

2.404 

2.428 

2.453 

2.478 

2.504 

2  532 

2.560 

2588 

2614 

2  640 

2  667 

2698 

2729 

2.761 

2787 

2813 

NGPA  section  109  threshold . 

130%  of  No.  2  fuel  oil  in  New 

1.786 

1  799 

1.812 

1.825 

1.839 

1.853 

1.867 

1.883 

1.899 

1.915 

1  929 

1  943 

1.957 

1.975 

1.993 

2.011 

2024 

2.037 

7.170 

7.260 

7410 

7.110 

7.380 

8.040 

7.840 

7.380 

7.400 

7.400 

7.450 

7.580 

7.610 

■7.960 

8.260 

9.010 

9.510 

9430 

'  The  $7,960  figure  reflects  the  correct  pricing  threshold  for  high  cost  natural  gas.  effective  February  1,  1981. 


|FR  Doc.  81-16146  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

21  CFR  Part  145 

[Docket  No.  76P-00261 

Canned  Pineapple;  Amendment  of 
Standard  of  Identity;  Confirmation  of 
Effective  Date 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
ACTION:  Final  Rule;  Confirmation  of 
Effective  Date. 

SUMMARY:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  confirms  the 
effective  date  for  compliance  with  the 


amendment  to  the  standard  of  identity 
for  canned  pineapple  to  provide  for 
previously  canned  pineapple  as  an 
optional  ingredient. 

DATE:  Effective  July  1, 1983,  for  all 
affected  products  initially  introduced  or 
initially  delivered  for  introduction  into 
interstate  commerce  on  or  after  this 
date.  Voluntary  compliance  may  have 
begun  July  29, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

F.  Leo  Kauffman,  Bureau  of  Foods  (HFF- 
214),  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  200 
C  St.  SW„  Washington,  DC  20204,  202- 
245-1164. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  FDA 

published  a  final  rule  in  the  Federal 


Register  of  July  10, 1979  (44  FR  40276) 
amending  the  U.S.  standard  of  identity 
for  canned  pineapple.  That  standard 
required,  in  part,  that  canned  pineapple 
be  prepared  from  fresh  pineapple. 
Except  for  provisions  that  may  have 
been  subsequently  stayed  by  the  filing 
of  proper  objections,  the  final  rule  had 
an  effective  date  of  July  1. 1981. 

After  considering  the  objections  and 
requests  for  a  hearing  received,  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  June  27, 1980  (45  FR 
43389),  FDA  confirmed  the  July  1, 1981 
effective  date  for  compliance  with  all 
provisions  of  the  amended  U.S.  standard 
of  identity  except  for  a  further 
amendment  of  §  145.180(a)(1)  (21  CFR 
145.180(a)(1))  to  provide  for  previously 
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canned  pineapple  as  an  optional 
ingredient.  Any  person  who  would  be 
adversely  affected  by  the  further 
amendment  could  have,  at  any  time  on 
or  before  July  28, 1980,  filed  written 
objections  and  requested  a  hearing.  No 
objections  or  requests  for  a  hearing 
were  filed. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  401, 

701(e),  52  Stat.  1046  as  amended,  70  Stat. 
919  as  amended  (21  U.S.C.  341,  371(e))) 
and  under  authority  delegated  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  (21 
CFR  5.10),  notice  is  given  that  21  CFR 
145.180(a)(1),  as  amended  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  )une  27, 1980  (45  FR  43389), 
will  become  effective  July  1, 1983. 
Voluntary  compliance  may  have  begun 
July  29, 1980. 

Dated:  May  20. 1981. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

|FR  Doc.  81-15932  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4110-03-M 


21  CFR  Part  558 

New  Animal  Drugs  for  Use  in  Animal 
Feeds;  Pyrantel  Tartrate 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  amends  the  animal  drug 
regulations  to  reflect  approval  of  a  new 
animal  drug  application  (NADA)  filed 
for  Cadco,  Inc.,  providing  for  safe  and 
effective  use  of  9.6-  and  19.2-gram-per- 
pound  pyrantel  tartrate  premixes  for 
making  complete  swine  feeds. 

EFFECTIVE  date:  May  29, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 
Charles  E.  Haines,  Bureau  of  Veterinary 
Medicine  (HFV-138),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  MD  20857,  301-443-3410. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Cadco 
Inc.,  P.O.  Box  3599,  Des  Moines,  IA 
50322  is  the  sponsor  of  NADA  119-062 
submitted  on  its  behalf  by  Pfizer,  Inc. 
The  NADA  provides  for  use  of  premixes 
containing  9.6  and  19.2  grams  of  pyrantel 
tartrate  per  pound  for  making  complete 
swine  feeds  used  (1)  as  an  aid  in 
prevention  of  migration  and 
establishment  of  large  roundworm 
(Ascor/s  suum )  infections,  (2)  as  an  aid 
in  prevention  of  establishment  of 


nodular  worm  ( Oesophagostomum ) 
infections,  and  (3)  for  removal  and 
control  of  large  roundworm  [Ascaris 
suum)  and  nodular  worm 
[Oesophagostomum)  infections. 

Approval  of  this  application  relies  on 
safety  and  effectiveness  data  contained 
in  Pfizer’s  approved  NADA  43-290.  Use 
of  the  data  in  NADA  43-290  to  support 
this  application  has  been  authorized  by 
Pfizer.  This  approval  does  not  change 
the  approved  use  of  the  drug. 
Consequently,  approval  of  this  NADA 
poses  no  increased  human  risk  from 
exposure  to  residues  of  the  animal  drug, 
nor  does  it  change  the  conditions  of  the 
drug’s  safe  use  in  the  target  animal 
species.  Accordingly,  under  the  Bureau 
of  Veterinary  Medicine’s  supplemental 
approval  policy,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  December  23, 1977 
(42  FR  64367),  the  approval  of  this 
NADA  has  been  treated  as  would  an 
approval  of  a  Category  II  supplement 
and  did  not  require  reevaluation  of  the 
safety  and  effectiveness  data  in  NADA 
43-290. 

The  agency  has  determined  pursuant 
to  21  CFR  25.24(d)(l)(i)  (proposed 
December  11, 1979;  44  FR  71742)  that  this 
action  is  of  a  type  that  does  not 
individually  or  cumulatively  have  a 
significant  impact  on  the  human 
environment.  Therefore,  neither  an 
environmental  assessment  nor  an 
environmental  impact  statement  is 
required. 

In  accordance  with  the  freedom  of 
information  provisions  of  21  CFR  Part  20 
and  21  CFR  514.11(e)(2)(ii),  a  summary 
of  safety  and  effectiveness  data  and 
information  submitted  to  support 
approval  of  this  application  may  be  seen 
in  the  Dockets  Management  Branch 
(formerly  the  Hearing  Clerk’s  office) 
(HFA-305),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Rm.  4-62,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  from  9  a.m. 
to  4  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

This  action  is  governed  by  the 
provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  556  and  557  and  is 
therefore  excluded  from  Executive 
Order  12291  by  section  1(a)(1)  of  the 
Order. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  512(i),  82 
Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i))),  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  (21  CFR  5.10) 
(formerly  21  CFR  5.1,  see  46  FR  26052; 
May  11, 1981),  and  redelegated  to  the 
Bureau  of  Veterinary  Medicine  (21  CFR 


5.83),  Part  558  is  amended  in  §  558.485 
by  adding  paragraph  (a)(8)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  558.485  Pyrantel  tartrate. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(8)  To  011490:  9.6  and  19.2  grams  per 
pound,  paragraph  (e)(1)  through  (3)  of 
this  section. 

***** 

Effective  date.  May  29, 1981. 

(Sec.  512(i),  82  Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i))) 
Dated:  May  20, 1981. 

Gerald  B.  Guest, 

Acting  Director,  Bureau  of  Veterinary 
Medicine. 

(FR  Doc.  81-15725  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4110-03-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration 

21  CFR  Parts  1301, 1303, 1304, 1308, 
1311  and  1312 

Change  of  Address  and  Nomenclature 
Changes 

AGENCY:  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration,  Justice. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  final  rule  changes  office 
designations  and  addresses  which  are 
currently  listed  in  21  CFR  Part  1300  to 
End  to  accurately  reflect  changes  in  the 
Drug  Enforcement  Administration’s 
organizational  structure.  No  substantive 
changes  in  any  of  the  regulations  are 
included  in  this  action.  Therefore  no 
comments  are  solicited  and  this  action  is 
issued  as  a  final  rule. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  29, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Howard  McClain,  Jr.,  Chief,  Regulatory 
Control  Division,  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20537; 
Telephone:  (202)  633-1366. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Sections 
of  21  CFR  Part  1300  to  End  make 
reference  to  the  Distribution  Audit 
Branch  of  DEA  as  the  designated  office 
to  which  various  documents  should  be 
sent.  Reorganizations  within  DEA  have 
transferred  the  function  of  the 
Distribution  Audit  Branch  to  other 
elements  of  the  agency.  In  order  to 
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ensure  that  the  applications,  reports  and 
other  correspondence  required  by  the 
regulations  in  21  CFR  Part  1300  to  End 
reach  their  proper  destination  as 
expeditiously  as  possible,  certain  of  the 
DEA  office  designations  must  be 
changed.  Additionally,  the  Department 
of  Health,  Education  and  Welfare  has 
been  renamed  the  Department  of  Health 
and  Human  Services,  thus  requiring  a 
nomenclature  change  to  any  reference  to 
this  Department  in  21  CFR  Part  1300  to 
End. 

Therefore,  under  the  authority  vested 
in  the  Attorney  General  by  sections  301 
and  501(b)  of  the  Act  (21  U.S.C.  821  and 
871(b)),  and  delegated  to  the 
Administrator  of  the  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration  by  regulations  of  the 
Department  of  Justice  (28  CFR  0.100),  the 
Administrator  hereby  orders  that  Title 
21  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
Part  1300  to  End  be  amended  as  follows: 

§1301.26  [Amended] 

21  CFR  1301.26(e)  is  amended  by 
removing  the  words  “Distribution  Audit 
Branch”  and  inserting,  in  their  place,  the 
words  “Compliance  Division.” 

§1301.71  [Amended] 

21  CFR  1301.71(d)  is  amended  by 
removing  the  words  “Compliance 
Investigations  Division”  and  inserting,  in 
their  place,  the  words  "Compliance 
Division.” 

§§  1303.12, 1303.22, 1303.27, 1304.35  and 
1308.24  [Amended] 

21  CFR  1303.12  (b)  and  (d),  1303.22, 
1303.27, 1304.35(a)  and  1308.24(d)  are 
amended  by  removing  the  words 
"Distribution  Audit  Branch”  and 
inserting,  in  their  place,  the  words 
“Regulatory  Control  Division.” 

§1304.37  [Amended] 

21  CFR  1304.37(a)  is  amended  by 
removing  the  words  “Distribution  Audit 
Branch,  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration,  Department  of  Justice, 
Washington,  D.C.  20537”  and  inserting, 
in  their  place,  the  words  “ARCOS  Unit, 
P.O.  Box  28293,  Central  Station, 
Washington,  D.C.  20005." 

§§  1304.37, 1308.39  and  1304.41 
[Amended] 

21  CFR  1304.37(b),  1304.39(d)  and 
1304.41(d)  are  amended  by  removing  the 
words  “Distribution  Audit  Branch"  and 
inserting,  in  their  place,  the  words 
“ARCOS  Unit.” 

§  1304.42  [Amended] 

21  CFR  1304.42(a)  is  amended  by 
removing  the  words  “Regulatory 
Investigations  Section”  and  inserting,  in 
their  place,  the  words  “Regulatory 
Control  Division." 


§1308.04  [Amended] 

21  CFR  1308.04(a)  is  amended  by 
removing  the  words  “Assistant  Director 
for  Scientific  Support,  Attention:  Label 
Project,  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration,  Department  of  Justice, 
Washington,  D.C.  28083”  and  inserting, 
in  their  place,  the  words  “Regulatory 
Support  Division,  Attention:  Project 
Label,  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration,  Department  of  Justice, 
Washington,  D.C.  20537.” 

§1308.23  [Amended] 

21  CFR  1308.23(b)  is  amended  by 
removing  the  ZIP  code  number  “28083” 
and  inserting,  in  its  place,  the  number 
“20537.” 

§1301.74  [Amended] 

21  CFR  1301.74(k)  is  amended  by 
removing  the  words  “Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare”  and 
inserting,  in  their  place,  the  words 
“Secretary  of  Health  and  Human 
Services." 

§§  131 1.53  and  1312.15  [Amended] 

21  CFR  1311.53(c)  and  1312.15(b)  are 
amended  by  removing  the  word 
“Bureau”  and  inserting,  in  its  place,  the 
word  “Administration.” 

Peter  B.  Bensinger, 

Administrator,  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration. 

May  20, 1981. 

[FR  Doc.  81-15924  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4410-09-44 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Housing— Federal  Housing 
Commissioner 

24  CFR  Part  885 

[Docket  No.  R-81-897] 

Loans  for  Housing  for  the  Elderly  or 
Handicapped  (Interest  Rate 
Determination) 

AGENCY:  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Housing — Federal  Housing 
Commissioner,  HUD. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  changes  the  formula 
by  which  the  interest  rates  for  direct 
loans  for  housing  for  the  elderly  or 
handicapped  will  be  calculated.  The 
effect  of  this  change  will  be  lower 
interest  rates. 

Experience  indicates  that  the  level  of 
default  and  resulting  administrative 
costs  for  these  loans  are  quite  low. 
Accordingly,  the  Secretary  has 


determined  to  reduce  the  charge  for 
administrative  costs  and  probable 
losses  for  purposes  of  establishing  the 
interest  rates  for  Section  202  loans. 
Instead  of  the  present  charge  of  1 
percent  per  annum  during  the 
construction  period  and  Vz  of  1  percent 
per  annum  during  the  permanent  loan 
period;  the  charge  will  be  Yt  of  1  percent 
per  annum  for  both  periods. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  29, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

George  O.  Hipps,  Jr.,  Director,  Office  of 
Multifamily  Housing  Development,  451 
7th  Street  SW.,  Room  6128,  Washington, 
D.C.  20410,  telephone  (202)  755-5720. 
(This  is  not  a  toll-free  number.) 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
202  of  the  National  Housing  Act 
authorizes  loans  to  encourage 
construction  of  housing  for  the  elderly 
and  handicapped.  The  interest  rate  for 
these  loans  is  based  on  two  factors:  (1)  a 
rate  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  die 
Treasury,  taking  into  account  the 
average  interest  rate  on  all  interest- 
bearing  obligations  of  the  United  States 
forming  a  part  of  the  public  debt  and 
computed  as  of  the  end  of  the  preceding 
fiscal  year,  and  (2)  a  charge  for 
administrative  costs  and  probable 
losses  determined  by  the  Secretary  of 
HUD. 

Because  of  the  remedial  nature  of  the 
section  202  interest  rate  change  and  in 
order  to  avoid  further  delay  in 
processing  projects  presendy  in 
development,  die  Department  has 
determined  that  there  is  good  cause  for 
making  this  Rule  effective  as  soon  as 
possible. 

The  Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic 
Assistance  Program  tide  and  number  is 
Housing  for  the  Elderly  or  Handicapped, 
14.157. 

A  Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact 
with  respect  to  the  environment  has 
been  made  in  accordance  with  HUD 
regulations  in  24  CFR  Part  50,  which 
implement  section  102(2]  (c)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969.  The  Finding  of  No  Significant 
Impact  is  available  for  public  inspection 
during  regular  business  hours  at  the 
Office  of  the  Rules  Docket  Clerk,  Office 
of  the  General  Counsel,  Room  5218, 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  451  Seventh  Street  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20410.  In  addition,  the 
Chairmen  and  Ranking  Minority 
Members  of  the  Committee  on  Banking, 
Housing,  and  Urban  Affairs  of  the 
Senate  and  the  Committee  on  Banking, 
Finance  and  Urban  Affairs  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  have  waived  the 
delay  of  effective  date  required  by 
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section  7{o)(3)  of  the  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act. 

Pursuant  to  section  605(b)  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act,  the 
undersigned  hereby  certifies  that  this 
rule  does  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities. 

Accordingly,  24  CFR  885.410(g)  (1)  and 
(2)  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  885.410  Amount  and  terms  of  financing. 

(g)  The  loan  shall  bear  interest  at  a 
rate  established  by  the  Secretary  by 
adding: 

(1)  A  rate  determined  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  to  be  the  average 
interest  rate  on  all  interest-bearing 
obligations  of  the  United  States  then 
forming  a  part  of  the  public  debt 
computed  at  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year 
immediately  prior  to  the  date  on  which 
the  loan  is  made;  plus 

(2)  An  allowance  to  cover 
administrative  costs  and  probable 
losses  under  the  program,  which 
allowance  has  been  determined  by  the 
Secretary  of  HUD  to  be  one-fourth  of 
one  percent  (.25%)  per  annum  for  both 
the  construction  and  permanent  loan 
periods. 

***** 

(Sec.  202,  Housing  Act  of  1959  (12  U.S.C. 
1701q);  sec.  7(d),  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  (42  U.S.C.  3535(d))) 
Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  April  27, 1981. 
Philip  D.  Winn, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing — Federal 
Housing  Commissioner. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16094  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4210-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

29  CFR  Part  1903 

[Docket  No.  W-005A] 

Revocation  of  Walkaround 
Compensation  Regulation 

agency:  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration  (OSHA), 
Department  of  Labor. 
action:  Revocation  of  a  regulation. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  revokes  29 
CFR  1903.8(e),  a  regulation  scheduled  to 
become  effective  on  May  30, 1981,  which 
requires  employers  to  compensate 
employee  representatives  who 
accompany  OSHA  inspectors  during 
inspections  ("walkarounds”)  and 
employees  who  engage  in  other 
inspection-related  activities.  The  agency 


has  concluded  that  the  record  does  not 
establish  that  the  regulation  is 
necessary  in  order  for  the  Secretary  to 
conduct  effective  compliance 
inspections. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  29, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  H.  Berrien  Zettler,  Office  of  Field 
Coordination,  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration,  Room  N-3603, 

U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  Washington, 
D.C.  20210  (Tel.  202-523-7725). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Background 

A.  Introduction 

On  January  16, 1981,  the  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Administration 
(“OSHA”)  promulgated  a  walkaround 
compensation  regulation  requiring 
employers  to  compensate  employee 
representatives  who  participate  in 
OSHA  walkaround  inspections  and 
employees  who  engage  in  related 
activities,  such  as  speaking  with  OSHA 
compliance  officers  during  inspections. 

46  FR  3852.  The  regulation  was 
scheduled  to  go  into  effect  on  February 

17. 1981,  but  on  February  6. 1981,  the 
effective  date  was  delayed  until  March 

30. 1981.  Subsequently,  the  President 
issued  Executive  Order  12291,  46  FR 
13193  (February  19, 1981),  which,  in  part, 
required  agencies  to  review  regulations 
promulgated  but  not  in  effect  as  of  the 
date  of  the  order.  Pursuant  to  that  order, 
on  March  27, 1981,  OSHA  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  a  notice  which 
further  delayed  the  effective  date  of  the 
walkaround  compensation  regulation 
until  May  30, 1981,  and  proposed  to 
revoke  the  regulation.  46  FR  18999. 

The  agency  invited  the  public  to 
submit  written  data,  views,  and 
arguments  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
revocation  and  all  issues  involved 
therein.  Comments  were  to  be 
postmarked  on  or  before  April  30, 1981. 
The  agency  has  received  a  number  of 
comments  from  businesses,  unions, 
trade  associations,  public  interest 
groups  and  others.  All  timely 
submissions  were  made  part  of  the 
record  and  were  duly  considered.  In 
addition  all  comments  and  exhibits 
previously  submitted  on  the  regulation 
were  re-evaluated  and  reconsidered. 

B.  Statutory  Framework 

Section  8(a)  of  the  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1970,  29  U.S.C. 
651  et.  seq.  (the  “Act”  and  the  “OSH 
Act”)  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  Labor 
(“Secretary”)  to  conduct  inspections  and 
investigations  of  workplaces  in  order  to 
determine  whether  or  not  violations  of 
the  Act  are  present.  With  respect  to 


inspections  section  8(e)  of  the  Act 
provides: 

Subject  to  regulations  issued  by  the 
Secretary,  a  representative  of  the  employer 
and  a  representative  authorized  by  his 
employees  shall  be  given  an  opportunity  to 
accompany  the  Secretary  or  his  authorized 
representative  during  the  physical  inspection 
of  any  workplace  under  subsection  (a)  for  the 
purpose  of  aiding  such  inspection.  Where 
there  is  no  authorized  employee 
representative,  the  Secretary  or  his 
authorized  representative  shall  consult  with  a 
reasonable  number  of  employees  concerning 
matters  of  health  and  safety  in  the 
workplace. 

In  addition  section  8(g)(2)  of  the  Act 
provides: 

The  Secretary  and  the  Secretary  of  Health. 
Education  and  Welfare  shall  each  prescribe 
such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  deem 
necessary  to  carry  out  their  responsibilities 
under  this  Act,  including  rules  and 
regulations  dealing  with  the  inspection  of  an 
employer’s  establishment. 

C.  History r  of  Walkaround 
Compensation  Regulation 

In  1973,  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Labor  for  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health,  relying  in  part  upon  the  Solicitor 
of  Labor’s  opinion  that  walkaround  time 
was  not  “hours  worked”  under  the 
minimum  wage  and  overtime  provisions 
of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act 
(“FLSA”),  29  U.S.C.  203(o)  (1976), 
concluded  that  an  employer’s  failure  to 
pay  employees  for  the  time  spent  with 
the  OSHA  inspector  was  not  a  per  se 
violation  of  section  11(c)  of  the  Act.  See 

28  FR  2684  (January  29, 1973)  (codified  at 

29  CFR  1977.21(a))  (1975).  Generally,  that 
section  provides  that  no  person  may 
discharge  or  discriminate  against  any 
employee  because  of  the  employee’s 
exercise  of  his  rights  under  the  Act. 

In  1974,  a  federal  district  court  upheld 
the  Department  of  Labor’s  interpretation 
in  a  civil  action  brought  by  employees  to 
recover  wages  lost  because  of 
participation  in  an  OSHA  inspection. 
Leone  v.  Mobil  Oil  Corp.,  377  F.  Supp. 
1302  (D.D.C.  1974),  aff’d  523  F.2d  1153 
(D.C.  Cir.  1975).  In  1975,  the  U.S.  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
Circuit  affirmed  the  district  court’s 
decision  and  held  that  because 
walkaround  time  primarily  benefits 
employees  and  because  the  walkaround 
is  conducted  beyond  the  employer's 
control,  walkaround  time  does  not 
constitute  "hours  worked”  under  the 
FLSA.  Leone,  supra,  523  F.2d  1153, 1163- 
64.  Furthermore,  the  court  held  that  a 
walkaround  payment  requirement  could 
not  be  inferred  from  the  provisions  of 
the  Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Act. 
Id.  at  1159-61. 
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In  1977,  the  Solicitor  of  Labor  re¬ 
evaluated  the  original  legal  position  and 
in  September  1977,  issued  a  new  opinion 
which  stated  that  walkaround  time  was 
“hours  worked”  under  the  FLSA,  that  an 
employer’s  failure  to  pay  employees  for 
that  time  chilled  the  exercise  of  the 
employees’  walkaround  right,  and  that 
therefore  the  failure  to  pay  was 
discrimination  prohibited  by  section 
11(c)(1)  of  the  Act.  On  September  20, 

1977,  the  Assistant  Secretary 
promulgated  a  rule  declaring  that  “an 
employer’s  failure  to  pay  employees  for 
time  during  which  they  are  engaged  in 
walkaround  inspections  is 
discriminatory  under  section  11(c).”  42 
FR  47344.  Because  the  rule  was 
considered  “an  interpretive  rule  and 
general  statement  of  policy,”  42  FR 
47344,  public  participation  was  not 
provided  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  (“APA”).  5  U.S.C.  553. 

In  1978,  a  federal  district  court,  in  an 
action  challenging  the  validity  of  the 
new  regulation,  concluded  that  the 
regulation  was  interpretive  and 
therefore  exempt  from  the  notice-and- 
comment  procedures  of  the  APA. 
Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the  United 
States  of  America  v.  OSHA,  465  F.  Supp. 
10  (D.D.C.  1978),  rev’d  636  F.2d  464  (D.C. 
Cir.  1980).  The  court  helt  that  OSHA  did 
not  exceed  its  statutory  authority  in 
issuing  the  new  regulation.  On  appeal, 
the  U.S.  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District 
of  Columbia  Circuit  reversed  the 
judgment  of  the  district  court  and 
remanded  the  case  to  that  court  with 
instructions  to  vacate  the  regulation. 
Chamber  of  Commerce  of  the  United 
States  of  America  v.  OSHA,  636  F.2d  464 
(D.C.  Cir.  1980).  The  Court  of  Appeals 
held  that  walkaround  time  did  not 
constitute  “hours  worked"  within  the 
meaning  of  the  FLSA  because  the 
employer  did  not  select  or  regulate  the 
employee  representative  during  the 
walkaround,  nor  was  the  employer  the 
primary  beneficiary  of  the  walkaround. 
The  court  also  held  that  the  Act  itself 
neither  prohibited  nor  compelled  pay  for 
walkaround  time.  Therefore,  according 
to  the  court,  the  regulation  was  not 
interpretive  but  legislative.  Because 
OSHA  did  not  comply  with  the  notice- 
and-comment  procedures  of  the  APA  for 
the  promulgation  of  legislative  rules,  the 
court  concluded  that  the  walkaround 
pay  regulation  was  invalid  and  should 
be  vacated. 

On  remand,  the  district  court  vacated 
the  regulation.  On  October  31, 1980,  the 
Assistant  Secretary  deleted  the 
regulation,  45  FR  72118,  and  instructed 
OSHA  field  staff  to  cease  enforcing  its 
provisions. 


On  November  14, 1980,  the  Assistant 
Secretary  proposed  regulations  requiring 
walkaround  compensation.  45  FR  75232. 
The  agency  invited  the  public  to  submit 
written  data,  views,  and  arguments  on 
the  proposed  regulations  by  December 
29, 1981.  Many  comments  were  received. 
On  January  16, 1981,  the  Assistant 
Secretary  promulgated  a  walkaround 
compensation  regulation  at  29  CFR 
1903.8(e).  It  was  scheduled  to  become 
effective  on  February  17, 1981. 

On  January  29, 1981,  the  President 
issued  a  memorandum  requiring 
agencies  to  delay  for  sixty  days  the 
effective  date  of  regulations  which  had 
been  promulgated  and  which  were 
scheduled  to  become  effective  within 
sixty  days  from  the  date  of  the 
memorandum.  46  FR  11227.  Pursuant  to 
that  memorandum,  on  February  6, 1981, 
the  Acting  Secretary  of  Labor  delayed 
the  effective  date  of  the  OSHA 
walkaround  compensation  regulation 
until  March  30, 1981.  46  FR  11253.  On 
February  17, 1981,  the  President  issued 
Executive  Order  12991,  46  FR  13193, 
which  required  agencies  to  review 
regulations  promulgated  but  not  in  effect 
as  of  the  date  of  the  order.  In  reviewing 
regulations  agencies  were  required,  to 
•  the  extent  permitted  by  law,  to  base 
administrative  decisions  “.  .  .  on 
adequate  information  concerning  the 
need  for  and  consequences  of  proposed 
government  action”  [section  2(a)]  and 
not  to  undertake  regulatory  action 
“*  *  *  unless  the  potential  benefits  to 
society  for  the  regulation  outweigh  the 
potential  costs  to  society”  [section  2(b)], 
inter  alia. 

Pursuant  to  that  executive  order,  on 
March  27, 1981,  OSHA  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  a  notice  which  delayed 
the  effective  date  of  the  walkaround 
compensation  regulation  until  May  30, 
1981,  and  proposed  to  revoke  the 
regulation.  46  FR  18999.  The  agency 
invited  the  public  to  submit  written 
comments  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
revocation  by  April  30, 1981.  A  number 
of  comments  were  received  and  they,  as 
well  as  the  comments  and  exhibits 
previously  submitted  on  the  regulation, 
were  considered. 

II.  Basis  and  Purpose  of  the  Revocation 

A.  Introduction 

On  the  basis  of  a  careful  re-evaluation 
of  the  previous  record  and  consideration 
of  the  new  comments,  the  Secretary  has 
determined  that  the  walkaround 
compensation  regulation  is  not 
necessary  to  carry  out  his 
responsibilities  under  the  Act. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  sections  8(e)  and 
8(g)(2)  of  the  Act,  the  Secretary  revokes 
the  regulation. 


The  rule,  when  promulgated,  was 
based  primarily  on  the  theory  that 
failure  to  compensate  for  time  spent  on 
the  walkaround  would  chill  employee 
participation  in  the  inspection  process. 
However,  on  the  basis  of  the  record,  the 
agency  finds  that  a  walkaround 
compensation  regulation  would  have 
only  a  negligible  effect  on  the  number  of 
employees  who  participate  in  OSHA 
inspections  and  on  the  Secretary’s 
enforcement  efforts.  As  noted  in  the 
January  16, 1981  Federal  Register,  a 
considerable  number  of  inspections  are 
conducted  in  establishments  in  which 
there  are  no  employee  representatives 
and  the  OSHA  inspector  consults  with  a 
reasonable  number  of  employees,  in 
accordance  with  Section  8(e).  See  46  FR 
3588.  In  those  cases  in  which  an 
employee  representative  accompanies 
the  OSHA  inspector  on  the  walkaround, 
the  record  indicates  that  the  vast 
majority  of  representatives  are  in  fact 
compensated  for  their  time. 

Furthermore,  in  those  cases  in  which 
compensation  is  not  available,  the 
record  does  not  establish  that  the  lack  of 
pay  operates  as  a  significant 
disincentive  to  employee  participation. 
Thus,  it  appears  that  a  walkaround 
compensation  regulation  will  encourage 
only  a  few  employee  representatives  to 
participate  in  the  walkaround.  And, 
even  where  there  is  no  walkaround 
representative,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  Section  8(e),  the 
compliance  officer  consults  with 
individual  employees  at  the  worksite.  In 
view  of  its  minimal  impact  on  employee 
participation  and  on  the  Secretary’s 
ability  to  effectively  enforce  the  Act,  the 
agency  finds  that  the  regulation  is  not  a 
necessary  exercise  of  his  rulemaking 
authority. 

B.  Current  Walkaround  Compensation 
Practices 

The  record  establishes  that  the  vast 
majority  of  employee  representatives 
are  in  fact  compensated  for  time  spent 
on  walkaround.  Throughout  its  ten-year 
enforcement  history,  the  agency  has 
found  that  a  substantial  percentage  of 
employee  representatives  are  paid  for 
time  during  which  they  accompany  or 
otherwise  assist  OSHA  compliance 
officers  during  inspections.  This 
experience  is  substantiated  by 
memoranda  submitted  for  the  record  by 
various  OSHA  compliance  personnel. 
Several  compliance  officers  stated  that 
they  had  never  encountered  an  instance 
in  which  an  employee  was  denied 
walkaround  compensation.  See  Exhibits 
3-10  at  p.  3;  3-11  at  p.  1;  3-12  at  p.  1;  3- 
13;  3-30  at  pp.  8  and  21;  3-35.  Other 
compliance  officers  noted  that  in  general 
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they  had  experienced  no  difficulties 
with  respect  to  compensation  for 
employee  representatives.  See  Exhibits 
3-4  at  p.  6;  3-5;  3-12  at  p.  1;  3-18  at  p.  1. 
Many  inspectors  noted  specific 
instances  of  compensation  by  either  the 
employer  or  a  union.  See  Exhibits  3-9  at 
pp.  4,  5, 11, 12;  3-21;  3-25  at  p.  2;  3-26  at 
p.  2;  3-27  at  p.  3;  3-28  at  pp.  1  and  2.  On 
the  other  hand,  although  numerous 
memoranda  were  submitted  for  the 
record  by  compliance  officers,  area 
directors  and  regional  administrators, 
only  approximately  10  instances  of  non¬ 
payment  were  documented.  See  Exhibits 
3-6  at  p.  8;  3-7  at  p.  2;  3-19  at  pp.  7  and 
11;  3-26;  3-28  at  p.  1;  3-31  at  pp.  3  and  5; 
3-38.  Indeed,  it  is  not  even  clear  from 
these  submissions  whether  these 
employees  were  totally  denied 
walkaround  pay  or  were  not  paid  by 
their  employers  but  compensated  by 
their  unions.  Thus,  the  agency’s 
experience  and  the  supporting  evidence 
clearly  establish  that  non-payment  of 
walkaround  compensation  occurs  only 
in  limited,  isolated  instances  and  that 
the  substantial  majority  of 
representatives  are  in  fact  paid. 
Furthermore,  so  far  as  appears  from  the 
record,  there  is  no  evidence  that 
employees  are  not  paid  for  time  during 
which  they  are  engaged  in  other 
inspection-related  activities. 

The  agency’s  finding  regarding 
compensation  practices  is  supported  by 
the  paucity  of  non-payment  cases 
submitted  by  the  general  public.  Since 
November  1980,  the  agency  has  received 
over  400  comments  on  the  walkaround 
compensation  regulation.  Of  those 
comments  which  addressed  the  issue  of 
compensation,  several  noted  instances 
in  which  either  the  employer  or  the 
union  paid  the  employee  representative 
for  time  spent  on  the  walkaround.  See 
Exhibits  2-40;  2-145;  2-202;  2-209;  4-34. 
However,  only  a  few  comments  noted 
specific  instances  in  which  no 
compensation  was  available  from  any 
source  and  the  employee  did  not 
participate  in  the  inspections.  See 
Exhibits  2-276;  2-310.  This  further 
supports  the  agency's  conclusion  that  an 
overwhelming  majority  of  employees  are 
compensated  and  that  there  is  no  need 
for  the  regulation. 

The  above  conclusion  is  also 
supported  by  a  study,  sponsored  by  a 
labor  organization,  that  was  referred  to 
by  some  commentors  and  cited  by  the 
U.S.  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  in  Leone  v.  Mobil  Oil 
Corporation,  523  F.2d  1153, 1161  (D.C. 
Cir.  1975).  See  Zalusky,  “The  Worker 
Views  the  Enforcement  of  Safety  Laws,” 
26  Labor  L.J.  224  (1975).  This  study 
revealed  that,  of  the  employee 


representatives  responding  to  a  survey, 
93%  of  those  who  participated  in  the 
walkaround  were  paid  by  the  employer 
and  4%  were  paid  by  the  union.  The 
remaining  3%  included  cases  in  which 
the  employee  received  full  pay,  part  of  it 
from  the  union  and  part  from  the 
employer,  and  one  instance  in  which  the 
employee  representative  was  not 
working  and  participated  in  the 
walkaround  on  his  own  time.  Zalusky, 
supra  at  230.  The  study  also  pointed  out 
that  an  inspection  often  followed  a 
grievance  and  that  collective  bargaining 
agreements  often  provide  pay  for 
employee  time  spent  investigating 
grievances.  Id.  Based  on  the  empirical 
data  contained  in  the  study,  and  in  the 
absence  of  any  body  of  evidence  to  the 
contrary,  we  believe  that  the  study 
supports  the  conclusion  that 
compensation  is  available  to  a 
substantial  majority  of  employee 
representatives. 

In  reaching  this  conclusion,  the 
agency  is  not  unmindful  of  the 
commentors  who  expressed  concern 
that  employers  would  not  provide 
walkaround  compensation  in  the 
absence  of  a  regulation  requiring  them 
to  do  so.  See  Exhibits  4-31;  6-2;  6-14; 
6-34;  6-43;  6-49.  However,  this  claim  is 
belied  by  the  results  of  the  Zalusky 
study,  supra,  which  showed  that  93%  of 
employee  walkaround  representatives 
who  responded  to  the  survey  were  paid 
walkaround  compensation  by  the 
employer  at  a  time  when  it  was  the 
Secretary’s  position  that  such 
compensation  was  not  required  by  the 
Act.  Moreover,  aside  from  speculation, 
there  is  no  evidence  to  indicate  that 
employers  who  have  paid  walkaround 
compensation  in  the  past  will  change 
their  practice  as  a  result  of  the 
revocation  of  the  regulation. 

C.  Lack  of  Disincentive 

We  have  discussed  the  question  of 
whether  there  is  a  significant  need  for  a 
walkaround  compensation  regulation  in 
view  of  evidence  that  a  considerable 
majority  of  employees  are  in  fact  paid 
for  time  spent  on  the  walkaround.  Quite 
apart  from  this  question  is  the  issue  of 
whether  the  regulation  would  encourage 
employee  participation  in  the  inspection 
process.  As  noted  in  the  preamble  to  the 
January  16, 1981  rule,  the  promulgation 
of  the  regulation  was  based  to  a  large 
extent  on  the  assumption  that  the  loss  of 
pay  or  other  benefits  operates  as  a 
significant  disincentive  to  employee 
participation  in  an  inspection.  46  FR 
3855-56.  After  careful  reevaluation  of 
the  previous  record  and  consideration  of 
the  new  comments,  the  agency  finds  that 
the  record  does  not  adequately  support 
this  assumption.  Indeed,  comments 


submitted  by  agency  personnel  and  the 
general  public  note  fewer  than  10 
instances  in  which  an  employee 
representative  did  not  participate  in  the 
walkaround  because  of  non-payment. 

See  Exhibits  3-6  at  p.  8;  3-19  at  p.  11;  3- 
26  at  p.  2;  3-38;  2-276;  2-310.  On  the 
other  hand,  OSHA  compliance  officers 
noted  several  instances  in  which 
employee  representatives  participated 
in  an  inspection  despite  the  knowledge 
that  they  would  not  be  compensated  for 
the  time  involved.  See  Exhibits  3-19  at 
p.  7;  3-21;  3-26  at  p.  1;  3-31  at  pp.  3  and 
5.  Several  employees  stated  that  they 
had  participated  in  a  walkaround  even 
though  they  were  not  paid.  See  Exhibits 
2-252;  2-302.  Other  employees  indicated 
that  their  participation  in  an  inspection 
would  not  be  discouraged  by  a  lack  of 
compensation.  See  Exhibit  6-45. 

Based  on  the  extremely  small  number 
qf  non-participation  cases  resulting  from 
non-payment,  and  on  the  evidence  that 
a  substantial  number  of  employee 
representatives  take  part  in  the 
inspection  process,  the  record  does  not 
adequately  establish  that  lack  of 
compensation  is  in  fact  a  significant 
disincentive  to  employee  participation 
in  the  walkaround.  Moreover,  even  to 
the  limited  extent  that  the  lack  of  pay 
might  discourage  a  few  employees  from 
participating  in  the  inspection,  the 
agency  finds  that  a  walkaround 
compensation  regulation  is  not 
necessary  since  it  would  not  have  a 
significant  effect  on  the  Secretary’s 
overall  ability  to  conduct  effective  and 
efficient  workplace  inspections.  In  those 
limited  cases  in  which  an  employee 
representative  does  not  participate 
because  he  is  not  paid,  the  OSHA 
inspectors  can  rely  on  consultations 
with  individual  employees  at  the 
worksite,  as  provided  Section  8(e)  of  the 
Act.  Indeed,  as  noted  earlier,  a 
considerable  number  of  workplace 
inspections  are  conducted  in 
establishments  in  which  there  is  no 
employee  representative  on  the 
walkaround.  In  such  cases,  pursuant  to 
the  Act  and  OSHA  instructions, 
compliance  officers  are  required  to 
consult  with  a  reasonable  number  of 
employees  at  the  worksite.  Accordingly, 
on  this  record,  the  agency  has  decided 
not  to  require  employers  to  pay  for  time 
spent  on  the  walkaround.  Rather,  we 
conclude  that  the  issue  of  walkaround 
compensation  is  best  left  to  voluntary 
arrangements  between  employers  and 
employees.  In  reaching  this  conclusion, 
the  agency  notes  that  its  concern  for 
securing  employee  participation  in  the 
walkaround  is  satisfied  in  an 
overwhelming  percentage  of  inspections 
in  which  employee  representatives  have 
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been  designated.  Absent  evidence  that 
this  rate  of  participation  will  decline 
substantially,  the  agency  believes  that 
the  policies  of  the  Act  would  best  be 
effectuated  if  the  parties  negotiate 
payment  arrangements  between 
themselves. 

Some  commentors  expressed  the  view 
that  leaving  walkaround  compensation 
to  collective  bargaining  is  an  inadequate 
solution  in  light  of  the  fact  that  only 
approximately  20  percent  of  the  U.S. 
workforce  is  unionized;  thus,  the  vast 
majority  of  workers  do  not  have  access 
to  collective  bargaining  and  cannot 
obtain  walkaround  benefits.  See 
Exhibits  6-14;  6-28;  6-45;  6-48.  However, 
inspections  of  non-union  establishments 
are  typically  conducted  without  the 
participation  of  employee 
representatives  since  none  exists.  As  we 
have  noted  in  the  preamble  to  the 
original  rule,  the  selection  of  employee 
representatives  in  non-union 
establishments  would  entail  complex 
and  time-consuming  procedures  that 
would  seriously  delay  the  conduct  of 
inspections  and  effective  and  efficient 
enforcement  of  the  Act.  See  46  FR  3855. 
Thus,  the  issue  of  walkaround 
compensation  generally  does  not  arise 
in  non-union  establishments. 

D.  Conclusion 

For  approximately  seven  of  the  ten 
years  of  OSHA’s  existence,  walkaround 
compensation  was  not  required  by  the 
agency.  During  that  period,  OSHA 
generally  conducted  effective  and 
efficient  inspections,  finding 
occupational  hazards  and  issuing 
citations  when  violations  were 
discovered.  In  view  of  this  experience 
and  the  record  in  this  case,  the  agency 
concludes  that  a  walkaround 
compensation  regulation  is  not 
necessary.  Absent  the  need  for  the 
agency  to  require  compensation  to 
encourage  employee  participation  in  the 
walkaround,  there  is  no  need  to  discuss 
the  related  issue,  discussed  in  the 
original  rule  at  46  FR  3856-57,  of  who 
should  properly  bear  the  burden  of 
paying  walkaround  compensation. 

III.  Regulatory  Assessment 

Pursuant  to  Executive  Order  12291, 
the  costs  of  a  regulation  must  not 
outweigh  its  benefits.  Since  this 
revocation  relieves  employers  of  the 
obligation  to  pay  walkaround 
compensation,  this  agency  action 
imposes  no  costs  and  therefore  it  meets 
the  requirements  of  the  Executive  Order. 
Furthermore,  because  ofthe  absence  of 
an  economic  impact,  no  Regulatory 
Impact  Analysis  is  required. 


IV.  Effective  Date 

The  revocation  of  the  walkaround 
compensation  regulation  is  effective 
May  29, 1981.  This  effective  date  is 
permitted  by  5  U.S.C.  553(d)(1),  which 
provides  that  a  substantive  rule  need 
not  be  published  at  least  30  days  before 
its  effective  date  if  it  “relieves  a 
restriction.”  Since  this  revocation 
relieves  employers  of  the  obligation  to 
pay  walkaround  compensation,  the  30- 
day  requirement  need  not  be  followed. 

V.  Authority 

This  document  was  prepared  under 
the  direction  of  Thome  G.  Auchter, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor  for 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health,  200 
Constitution  Ave.,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20210. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  sections  8(e) 
and  8(g)(2)  of  the  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health  Act  of  1970  (29  U.S.C.  657(e) 
and  657(g)(2)),  5  U.S.C.  553,  and 
Secretary  of  Labor’s  Order  8-76  (41  FR 
25059),  OSHA  amends  Part  1903  of  Title 
29  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  by 
removing  paragraph  (e)  of  §  1903.8,  as 
set  forth  below. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  this  27th 
day  of  May,  1981. 

Thorne  G.  Auchter, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

§  1903.8  Representatives  of  employers 
and  employees. 

***** 

(e)  Walkaround  compensation. 
[Removed]. 

(Secs.  8(e)  and  8(g)(2).  84  Stat.  1600, 1603  (29 
U.S.C.  657(e)  and  8(g)(2));  5  U.S.C.  553; 
Secretary  of  Labor's  Order  8-76  (41  FR 
25059)) 

|FR  Doc.  81-16236  Filed  5-28-81;  9:12  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4510-K-M 


29  CFR  Part  1910 

I  Docket  No.  H-004M] 

Occupational  Exposure  to  Lead,  New 
Trigger  Levels  for  Medical  Removal 
Protection;  Deferral  of  Effective  Date 

AGENCY:  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration,  Labor. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  further  deferral  of 
effective  date  of  new  trigger  levels  for 
medical  removal  protection  for  primary 
smelters  and  secondary  smelters. 

SUMMARY:  For  primary  and  secondary 
smelters  only,  OSHA  is  delaying  the 
effective  date  of  the  new  trigger  levels 
for  medical  removal  protection  under 
the  lead  standard  (29  CFR  1910.1025(k)) 
from  the  June  1, 1981  date  previously 
announced  in  the  Federal  Register  (46 


FR  24558;  May  1, 1981)  to  July  1, 1981. 

The  background  and  basis  in  the  record 
for  the  further  delay  of  the  effective  date 
as  to  primary  and  secondary  smelters 
are  discussed  in  that  prior  notice.  This 
action  is  taken  to  allow  the  Agency 
more  time  to  complete  its  efforts  to 
fashion  appropriate  relief  for  the 
involved  lead  industries;  while  at  the 
same  time  providing  necessary 
protection  for  employees. 
dates:  For  primary  and  secondary  lead 
smelters,  the  temporary  stay  of  the  new 
trigger  levels  is  extended  to  July  1, 1981. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dr.  Robert  P.  Beliles,  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Administration, 

Room  N-3718,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
Washington,  D.C.  20210;  telephone  (202) 
523-7081. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  22nd  day 
of  May,  1981. 

Thome  G.  Auchter, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

JFR  Doc.  81-15988  Filed  5-28-81;  845  am| 

BILUNG  COO€  4510-28-M 

29  CFR  Part  1910 

Occupational  Noise  Exposure;  Hearing 
Conservation  Amendment;  Deferral  of 
Effective  Date 

AGENCY:  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration,  Labor. 
action:  Final  rule;  deferral  of  effective 
date. 

summary:  On  January  16, 1981  (46  FR 
4078),  OSHA  published  an  amendment 
to  its  standard  for  occupational  noise 
exposure  (29  CFR  1910.95).  The 
amendment  set  forth  specific 
requirements  for  hearing  conservation 
programs  including  monitoring  of 
employee  exposure,  audiometric  testing 
and  use  of  hearing  protectors.  The 
amendment  was  to  become  effective  on 
April  15, 1981,  with  various  provisions 
being  phased  in  over  the  next  two  years. 

Following  the  publication  of  the 
amendment,  the  Agency  received 
numerous  requests  for  interpretation, 
petitions  for  administrative 
reconsideration  of  various  provisions  of 
the  amendment,  and  petitions  for 
administrative  stay. 

On  April  10, 1981,  the  Agency  deferred 
the  effective  date  of  the  hearing 
conservation  amendment  until  June  1, 
1981  (46  FR  21365)  so  that  the  Agency 
could  analyze  all  of  the  requests  and 
petitions  that  had  been  submitted  on  the 
hearing  conservation  amendment.  In 
view  of  the  large  number  of  requests 
and  petitions  received  and  the 
complexity  of  the  issues  raised,  the 
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Agency  needs  more  time  to  adequately 
consider  these  documents. 

Accordingly,  by  this  notice  the 
Agency  defers  the  effective  date  for  the 
hearing  conservation  amendment  until 
August  1, 1981.  This  action  should  allow 
the  Agency  to  complete  the  analysis  of 
the  comments  received  to  date.  In  view 
of  this  further  deferral  of  the  effective 
date,  appropriate  adjustments  will  be 
made,  as  necessary,  in  the  effective 
dates  of  the  various  provisions  of  the 
standard  which  were  scheduled  to  be 
phased  in  over  time. 

The  need  for  further  consideration  of 
the  public  submissions  constitutes  good 
cause  for  the  deferral  of  the  effective 
date.  Due  to  the  short  deferral  period, 
notice  and  opportunity  to  comment  on 
the  deferral  is  impractical  and 
unnecessary  within  the  meaning  of  5 
U.S.C.  553  and  29  U.S.C.  655(b). 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  The  effective  date  of 
§  1910.95  (cHs)  and  Appendixes  A-I  is 
deferred  until  August  1, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  James  Foster,  Room  N-3641,  Office 
of  Public  Affairs,  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health  Administration,  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  200  Constitution 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20210, 
Telephone:  (202)  523-8151. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  22d  day  of 
May,  1981. 

Thome  G.  Auchter, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

[FR  Doc.  81-15987  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4510-26-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
National  Park  Service 
36  CFR  Part  7 

Special  Regulations,  Areas  of  the 
National  Park  System;  Glacier  Bay 
National  Park  and  Preserve 

AGENCY:  National  Park  Service, 
Department  of  Interior. 

ACTION:  Deferral  of  effective  date  of 
final  rule  with  request  for  comments. 

summary:  The  National  Park  Service  is 
further  postponing  the  effective  date  of  a 
final  rule  concerning  protection  of 
humpback  whales  in  Glacier  Bay 
National  Park  and  Preserve  which  was 
previously  postponed  until  May  29, 1981. 
This  rule  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  December  30, 1980  (45  FR 
85741),  and  was  scheduled  to  become 
effective  on  January  29, 1981.  On  the  day 
a  memorandum  was  issued  by  the 
President  which,  among  other  things, 


directed  executive  agencies  to  postpone 
for  60  days  the  effective  dates  of 
regulations  which  had  been  issued  but 
were  scheduled  to  become  effective 
during  that  60-day  period. 

In  a  notice  published  February  17, 

1981  (46  FR  12496),  the  National  Park 
Service  postponed  the  effective  date  of 
this  rule  until  March  30, 1981.  Executive 
Order  12291,  issued  by  the  President  on 
February  17, 1981  (46  FR  13193)  directed 
agencies  to  suspend  or  postpone  the 
effective  dates  of  all  rules  that  had  been 
promulgated  in  final  form  but  not  yet 
become  effective  to  the  extent  necessary 
to  permit  reconsideration  of  the  rules  in 
accordance  with  the  Executive  Order. 

The  Department  of  the  Interior  on 
March  30, 1931  (46  FR  19233)  and  the 
National  Park  Service  on  April  30, 1981 
(46  FR  24178)  issued  notices  delaying  the 
effective  date  of  the  Glacier  Bay 
regulations. 

The  interim  rule  for  small  vessels 
entering  Glacier  Bay  during  whale 
season  (June  1 — August  31)  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  May  15, 1981  (45 
FR  32234)  restricts  entries  to  520  on  the 
basis  that  this  represented  the  small 
boat  entry  level  in  the  1976  season.  As 
further  explained  in  the  May  15, 1981 
Federal  Register,  1976  small  boat  entry 
level  are  required  for  protection  of 
humpback  whales.  The  final  rule 
published  on  December  30, 1980,  revised 
this  number  to  339  on  the  basis  of  new 
information  as  to  the  1976  entry  level. 
Further  inquiries  indicate  that  this 
number  may  be  inaccurate.  Accordingly, 
in  order  to  permit  the  National  Park 
Service  time  to  redetermine  the  1976 
entry  level  for  small  boats,  the  effective 
date  of  this  regulation  is  further 
extended  to  July  15, 1981.  The  interim 
rule  calling  for  the  520  entry  level 
remains  in  effect  until  the  rule  is 
finalized. 

In  addition  to  the  above,  the  National 
Park  Service  is  still  conducting  its 
review  of  these  regulations  under  the 
criteria  of  E.0. 12291. 

dates:  The  new  effective  date  for  these 
final  rules  is  July  15, 1981.  Comments  on 
this  new  effective  date  and  on  the  1976 
Glacier  Bay  small  boat  entry  level  must 
be  received  on  or  before  June  30, 1981. 
ADDRESS:  Written  comments  should  be 
sent  to  Associate  Director,  Management 
and  Operations,  National  Park  Service, 
Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Maureen  Finnerty,  Division  of  Ranger 
Activities  and  Protection,  National  Park 


Service,  Washington,  D.C.  20240. 
Telephone:  202-343-4874. 

G.  Ray  Arnett, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Fish  and  Wildlife  and 
Parks. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16319  Filed  5-28-81;  9:30  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-70-M 


LIBRARY  OF  CONGRESS 
Copyright  Office 
37  CFR  Part  201 
[Docket  RM  80-1] 

General  Provisions;  Works  Consisting 
of  Sounds,  Images,  or  Both:  Advance 
Notice  of  Potential  Infringement 

AGENCY:  Library  of  Congress,  Copyright 
Office. 

ACTION:  Final  regulation. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  is  issued  to 
advise  the  public  that  the  Copyright 
Office  of  the  Library  of  Congress  is 
adopting  a  new  final  regulation  designed 
to  implement  paragraph  (b)  of  section 
411  of  the  Copyright  Act  of  1976,  Title  17 
of  the  United  States  Code,  as  amended 
by  Pub.  L.  94-553.  This  paragraph 
provides  for  the  service  of  advance 
notices  of  potential  infringement  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  the  unauthorized 
use  of  certain  works  that  are  being 
transmitted  “live”  at  the  same  time  that 
they  are  being  fixed  in  tangible  form  for 
the  first  time.  The  effect  of  the  final 
regulation  is  to  establish  requirements 
governing  the  content  and  manner  of 
service  of  the  advance  notices. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  1, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Dorothy  Schrader,  General  Counsel, 
Copyright  Office,  Library  of  Congress, 
Washington,  D.C.  20559,  (202)  287-8380. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
411(b)  of  the  Copyright  Act  of  1976  [Act 
of  October  19, 1976,  90  Stat.  2541] 
concerns  the  unauthorized  use  of  works 
consisting  of  sounds,  images,  or  both, 
that  are  fixed  for  the  first  time 
simultaneously  with  their  transmission. 

It  provides  generally  that  the  copyright 
owner  may  institute  an  action  for 
infringement  under  section  501  of  the 
Act,  either  before  or  after  the  first 
fixation  takes  place,  and  seek  any  or  all 
of  the  remedies  provided  for  by  sections 
502  through  506  and  sections  509  and  510 
of  the  Act  so  long  as  certain 
requirements  are  met. 

In  discussing  the  purpose  of  this 
provision,  the  Reports  of  the  Judiciary 
Committees  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  and  the  Senate  [H.R. 
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Rep.  94-1476,  94th  Cong.,  2d  Sess.  (1976) 
at  157  and  S.  Rep.  94-473,  94th  Cong.  1st 
Sess.  (1975)  at  140,  respectively]  state: 

Section  411(b)  is  intended  to  deal  with  the 
special  situation  presented  by  works  that  are 
being  transmitted  “live”  at  the  same  time 
they  are  being  fixed  in  tangible  form  for  the 
first  time.  Under  certain  circumstances, 
where  the  infringer  has  been  given  advance 
notice,  an  injunction  could  be  obtained  to 
prevent  the  unauthorized  use  of  the  “live" 
transmission. 

Under  the  statute,  this  Advance 
Notice  must  be  served  on  the  person 
responsible  for  the  potential 
infringement  at  least  ten  days  but  not 
more  than  thirty  days  before  the  first 
fixation  of  the  work  and  must  identify 
the  work  and  specify  the  time  and 
source  of  its  first  transmission.  The 
Advance  Notice  must  also  include  a 
declaration  of  “an  intention  to  secure 
copyright  in  the  work.”  Section  411(b) 
further  provides  that  the  Advance 
Notice  must  comply  “with  the 
requirements  that  the  Register  of 
Copyrights  shall  prescribe  by 
regulation.” 

On  July  31, 1980,  the  Copyright  Office 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (45  FR 
50823)  a  proposal  to  adopt  a  new 
regulation  §  201.22  establishing 
requirements  governing  the  content  and 
manner  of  service  of  the  Advance 
Notices.  A  total  of  six  initial  and  reply 
comments  were  received  in  response  to 
the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking. 

A  majority  of  these  comments  focused 
on  the  use  of  the  Advance  Notice 
procedure  in  connection  with  the  rules 
of  the  Federal  Communications 
Commission  (FCC)  governing 
retransmission  by  cable  television 
systems  of  sports  programing  (47  CFR 
§  76.67).  In  general,  under  these  FCC 
rules,  the  holder  of  broadcast  rights  to 
certain  sporting  events  may  request  a 
cable  television  system  to  delete 
carriage  of  the  event  upon  timely 
notification.  The  FCC  rules  require  the 
notification  to  include:  the  name  and 
address  of  the  party  requesting  deletion, 
the  date,  time  and  expected  duration  of 
the  sports  event  and,  in  some  cases,  the 
call  letters  of  the  television  broadcast 
station(s)  televising  the  event.  Carriage 
by  a  cable  television  system  in  violation 
of  these  rules  may  be  considered  a 
violation  of  the  system’s  compulsory 
license  under  section  111(c)(2)(A)  of  the 
copyright  law  possibly  providing  a  basis 
for  an  infringement  action  under  section 
411  (a)  or  (b)  of  the  Copyright  Act. 
Section  111(c)(2)  also  provides,  however, 
that  the  secondary  transmission  must  be 
"willful  or  repeated"  in  order  to  give  rise 
to  copyright  liability. 

After  careful  consideration  of  all  of 
the  comments,  and  those  comments 


concerning  application  of  the  provision 
in  connection  with  the  FCC  sports 
exclusivity  rules  in  particular,  the 
Copyright  Office  has  decided  to  adopt 
the  proposed  regulation  with  several 
changes.  A  discussion  of  the  major 
substantive  comments  appears  below. 

1.  Definition  of  Copyright  Owner 

Because  section  411(b)  requires  the 
service  of  an  Advance  Notice  before 
fixation  of  a  work,  no  statutory 
copyright  will  exist  at  the  time  it  must 
be  served.  As  a  result,  the  Copyright 
Office  proposed  in  §  201.22(a)(2)  to 
define  a  “copyright  owner”  in  part  as: 

The  person  who  will  be  considered  the 
author  of  the  work  upon  its  fixation 
(including,  in  the  case  of  a  work  made  for 
hire,  the  employer  or  other  person  for  whom 
the  work  was  prepared),  or  a  person  or 
organization  that  has  obtained  ownership  of 
an  exclusive  right,  initially  owned  by  the 
person  who  will  be  considered  the  author  of 
the  work  upon  its  fixation. 

A  comment  submitted  on  behalf  of  a 
cable  television  system  questioned  the 
legitimacy  of  an  Advance  Notice  served 
by  a  purported  “copyright  owner”  as 
defined  in  the  regulation.  The  comment 
suggested  that  the  term  "copyright 
owner”  be  limited  to  “all  who  have 
ownership  in  the  work”  and  that 
reference  to  one  who  "has  obtained 
ownership  of  an  exclusive  right"  be 
eliminated. 

The  Copyright  Office  considers  these 
suggestions  contrary  to  the  principles  of 
copyright  divisibility  and  ownership  as 
set  forth  in  sections  101  and  201  of  the 
Copyright  Act  and,  therefore,  has  not 
adopted  them.  Any  questions  arising  as 
to  the  propriety  of  a  particular  Advance 
Notice  should  be  resolved  by  the  courts. 

2.  Authorship 

Comments  submitted  on  behalf  of 
several  professional  sports  leagues 
questioned  the  necessity  of  introducing 
the  concept  of  authorship  in  the 
regulation  on  the  ground  that  it 
complicates  the  advance  notification  * 
procedure.  While  the  Copyright  Office  is 
aware  that  questions  of  authorship  and 
copyright  ownership  of  televised 
sporting  events  have  arisen  between 
broadcasters  and  sports  interests,  the 
Office  does  not  believe  that 
identification  of  one  author  complicates 
the  Advance  Notice,  and  we  have 
retained  the  requirement. 

Under  the  Copyright  Act,  copyright 
vests  initially  in  the  authorfs)  of  the 
work.  Anyone  who  wishes  to  claim 
rights  under  the  Act  must  be  either  the 
author  or  someone  who  obtains  the 
rights  from  the  author.  Since  section 
411(b)  requires  that  a  copyright  owner 
who  brings  an  infringement  action  under 


that  section  make  registration  for  the 
work  within  three  months  after  its  first 
transmission,  it  would  ordinarily  be 
necessary  to  identify  the  author  at  the 
time  of  registration.  The  Office  therefore 
believes  it  is  appropriate  to  include  the 
information  in  the  Advance  Notice. 
However,  the  Office  has  modified 
paragraph  (c)(l)(v)  of  the  regulation  to 
clarify  that  identification  of  “at  least  one 
person  or  entity  that  will  be  considered 
the  author  of  the  work  upon  its  fixation” 
is  sufficient. 

3.  Expected  Duration  of  First 
Transmission 

A  comment  submitted  on  behalf  of  a 
cable  television  system  requested  that 
an  Advance  Notice  include  the  expected 
duration  of  the  first  transmission  of  a 
work.  The  comment  notes  that  this 
information  would  permit  a  potential 
infringer  closely  to  monitor  its  activities 
in  order  to  reduce  the  possibility  of 
unintentional  infringements.  The 
Copyright  Office  believes  that  a 
copyright  owner  should  have  within  his 
or  her  knowledge  the  approximate 
duration  of  the  first  transmission  of  a 
work  and  should  be  able  to  include  it  in 
an  Advance  Notice  without  any  burden; 
this  is  especially  true  with  respect  to 
copyright  owners  of  sporting  events 
since  this  information,  as  noted  earlier, 
is  required  to  be  given  as  part  of  the 
FCC  sports  exclusivity  notification  . 
procedure.  Accordingly,  the  Office  has 
accepted  this  request  and  has  so  revised 
paragraph  (c)(l)(ii)  of  the  regulation. 

4.  Identification  of  Primary  Transmitters 

A  comment  submitted  on  behalf  of  a 
cable  television  system  proposed  that  an 
Advance  Notice  include  the  identity  of 
the  primary  transmitter  or  transmitters 
of  the  work  so  that  a  potential  infringer 
will  be  in  a  better  position  to  comply 
with  the  Notice.  This  proposal  was 
opposed  by  copyright  owners  of  sporting 
events  as  being  too  burdensome: 
instead,  they  suggested  that  the 
identification  of  a  particular  network  of 
stations  to  whom  the  rights  have  been 
sold  should  be  sufficient. 

The  identification  of  a  particular 
primary  transmitter  or  transmitters 
could  probably  be  justified  as  within  the 
“identification  of  source"  requirement  of 
section  411(b)(1)  and  such  identification 
is  encouraged.  However,  the  Copyright 
Office  has  decided  not  to  require  such 
specific  identification  at  this  time.  If  a 
potential  infringer  needs  further 
information  with  respect  to  the 
particular  transmitter  or  transmitters  of 
the  work  subject  to  the  Advance  Notice, 
he  or  she  may  contact  the  copyright 
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ov/h.t  or  his  or  her  duly  authorized 
agent  as  identified  in  the  notice. 

.>.  Id  allocation  of  the  Copyright  Owner 

I'.uagraph  (c)(l)(vi)  of  the  proposed 
regulation  requires  an  Advance  Notice 
to  include  the  identification  of  the 
copyright  owner.  A  comment  submitted 
on  behalf  of  a  cable  television  system 
suggested  that  this  provision  be 
amended  to  require  in  addition  the 
address  of  the  copyright  owner,  author, 
agent  and  primary  transmitter  of  the 
work  in  order  to  facilitate  clarification 
of  a  vague  or  incomplete  notice. 

The  Copyright  Office  has  not  adopted 
this  suggestion.  Paragraph  (d)(2)  of  the 
regulation  specifies  that  an  Advance 
Notice  include  the  “full  name,  address, 
and  telephone  number”  of  the  person 
signing  the  notice;  this  person  either  will 
be  the  copyright  owner  or  his  or  her  duly 
authorized  agent.  The  Office  believes 
that  a  potential  infringer  should  be  able 
to  resolve  any  questions  regarding  a 
notice  through  this  individual, 
particularly  since  the  notice  must  be 
served  at  least  ten  days  before  a 
potential  infringement. 

6.  Rights  and  Activities 

Under  paragraphs  (c)(l)(vii)  and  (viii) 
of  the  proposed  regulation,  an  Advance 
Notice  had  to  describe  the  "nature  of  the 
rights”  which  might  be  infringed  and  the 
"relevant  unauthorized  activities”  which 
would  result  in  an  infringement.  A 
comment  submitted  on  behalf  of  a  cable 
televsion  system  urged  that  the 
regulation  require  that  these 
descriptions  be  fully  and  precisely  set 
forth.  On  the  other  hand,  another 
commentator  believed  that  the 
requirements  as  proposed  place  an 
unfair  burden  on  copyright  owners  using 
the  advance  notification  procedure  and 
should  be  deleted. 

The  Copyright  Office  believes  that 
general  descriptions  of  the  activities 
relating  to  a  potential  infringement  are 
necessary  and  pertinent  elements  of  an 
Advance  Notice.  The  regulation, 
however,  should  not  require  such 
extensive  and  specific  descriptions  as  to 
place  an  unfair  burden  on  a  copyright 
owner  serving  a  notice.  We  have 
decided  to  delete  clause  (vii)  as 
unnecessary  and  to  retain  and  renumber 
clause  (viii).  If  a  potential  infringer  need 
further  information  with  respect  to  the 
particular  rights  or  activities  addressed 
in  an  Advance  Notice,  he  or  she  may 
contact  the  copyright  owner  or  his  or  her 
duly  authorized  agent  as  identified  in 
the  notice.  The  Office  intends  that 
where  the  copyright  owner  gives  a 
general  description  of  potential 
infringing  activities  within  his  or  her 
knowledge,  any  failure  to  specify  other 


activities  not  within  the  copyright 
owner’s  knowledge  will  not  constitute  a 
waiver  of  such  infringement  claims. 

7.  Captioning 

A  comment  submitted  on  behalf  of  a 
cable  television  system  noted  the  large 
amounts  of  mail  that  cable  television 
systems  and  other  potential  infringers 
ordinarily  may  receive.  Because  of  this, 
the  commentator  proposed  that  an 
Advance  Notice  and  the  envelope 
containing  an  Advance  Notice  be 
captioned  “ADVANCE  NOTICE  OF 
POTENTIAL  INFRINGEMENT”  so  that 
the  personnel  of  the  potential  infringer 
will  be  alerted  to  the  importance  of  the 
notice  and  forward  it  promptly  to  the 
proper  persons. 

The  Office  agrees  that  such  captioning 
would  seem  to  be  beneficial  and  has 
decided  to  require  in  paragraph  (c)(1)  of 
the  final  regulation  that  an  Advance 
Notice  be  “clearly  and  prominenty 
captioned  ‘ADVANCE  NOTICE  OF 
POTENTIAL  INFRINGEMENT’”  so  that 
it  can  be  given  prompt  attention. 
Although  similar  captioning  of  the 
envelope  containing  a  notice  is  strongly 
encouraged,  the  final  regulations  do  not 
require  it;  since  an  envelope  containing 
an  Advance  Notice  must  be  served  at 
least  ten  days  before  a  potential 
infringement,  a  potential  infringer 
should  have  adequate  time  to  ascertain 
its  contents. 

8.  Warning  about  unauthorized 
Activities 

Under  paragraph  (c)(2)(i)  of  the 
proposed  regulation,  an  Advance  Notice 
must  include  a  warning  that  “a  failure  to 
cease  the  unauthorized  activities  may 
subject  the  person  responsible  to  further 
liability  for  copyright  infringement.”  As 
discussion  earlier,  sports  teams  have 
declared  an  intention  to  use  Advance 
Notices  in  connection  with  the  FCC 
sports  exclusivity  notification 
procedure.  Comments  submitted  on 
behalf  of  several  sports  leagues  contend 
that  when  so  used,  it  is  difficult  to 
impute  “unauthorized  activity”  on  the 
part  of  a  cable  system  until  a  demand 
for  protection  under  the  FCC  rules  has 
been  made;  thus,  they  argue,  it  would  be 
improper  to  address  the  consequences 
from  a  failure  to  “cease"  these 
“unauthorized”  activities. 

The  Copyright  Office  agrees  that  the 
reference  to  "unauthorized”  activities 
raises  unnecessary  complications  and 
has  revised  the  warning  to  alert  a 
potential  infringer  that  the  “relevant 
activities  may,  if  carried  out,  subject  the 
person  responsible  to  liability  for 
copyright  infringement.” 
Correspondingly,  reference  to 


“unauthorized”  activities  in  paragraph 
(c)(1)  of  the  regulation  has  been  deleted. 

9.  Signature  and  Identification 

Paragraph  (d)  of  the  proposed 
regulation  requires  an  Advance  Notice 
to  contain  the  actual  handwritten 
signature  of  the  copyright  owner  or  his 
or  her  duly  authorized  agent.  Comments 
submitted  on  behalf  of  several 
professional  sports  leagues  contend  that 
this  requirement  creates  an  unfair, 
onerous  burden  since,  they  assert,  a 
substantial  number  of  Advance  Notices 
are  likely  to  be  sent  to  various  cable 
systems  during  the  course  of  a  team’s 
playing  season  in  connection  with  the 
FCC’s  sports  exclusivity  notification 
procedure.  They  further  contend  that 
this  burden  would  be  compounded  if  the 
regulation  restricts  an  Advance  Notice 
to  one  particular  work. 

Because  of  the  important  legal 
implications  accompanying  the  filing  of 
an  Advance  Notice  and  the  greater 
assurance  of  validity  provided  by 
requiring  an  actual  handwritten 
signature,  the  Copyright  Office  has 
decided  to  adopt  paragraph  (d)  of  the 
regulation  as  originally  proposed. 
Moreover,  the  Office  does  not  make  the 
assumption  that  a  substantial  number  of 
Advance  Notices  will  be  mailed  each 
sports  season.  Another  view  is  that 
section  411(b)  constitutes  an  exceptional 
procedure  that  will  be  invoked 
sparingly.  It  clearly  establishes  an 
alternative  procedure  to  17  U.S.C.  411(a) 
for  bringing  a  suit  for  copyright 
infringement.  As  such,  the  Office  does 
not  assume  that  section  411(b)  will  be 
invoked  with  greater  frequency  than 
section  411(a). 

10.  Types  of  Works  Covered  by  the 
Advance  Notice 

Section  411(b)  refers  to  “a  work 
consisting  of  sounds,  images  or  both.” 
This  concept  has  been  incorporated  in 
the  definitions  found  in  paragraph  (a)  of 
the  proposed  regulation.  In  the  proposed 
rulemaking,  the  Office  asked  whether 
the  regulation  “should  define  more 
specifically  the  works  that  it  covers,  for 
example  in  terms  of  the  types  of  works 
of  authorship  set  forth  in  section  102(a) 
of  the  Copyright  Act?”  Several 
comments  suggested  that  the  regulation 
should  be  more  specific  in  this  respect; 
another  comment  felt  that  specificity 
would  be  useful  for  illustrative  purposes 
only.  In  addition,  comments  submitted 
on  behalf  of  sports  leagues  indicated 
that  any  list  should  include  specific 
reference  to  copyrighted  telecasts  of  live 
sporting  events. 

■After  careful  consideration,  the 
Copyright  Office  has  decided  not  to 
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specify  further  the  types  of  copyrighted 
works  that  may  be  the  subject  of  an 
Advance  Notice.  In  enacting  section 
411(b),  Congress  consciously  determined 
that  the  Advance  Notice  provision 
should  be  applicable  only  to  works 
“consisting  of  sounds,  images,  or  both.” 
The  Office  has  concluded  that  further 
refinement  of  this  term  in  particular 
situations  should,  if  necessary,  be  left  to 
the  courts  in  infringement  actions 
brought  under  this  section.  It  should  be 
noted,  however,  that  the  types  of  “live” 
transmissions  that  commonly  will  be  the 
subject  of  an  Advance  Notice  include 
sporting  events,  concerts,  theatrical 
presentations  and  news  and  public 
affairs  programs. 

11.  Multiple  Works 

Each  Advance  Notice,  as 
contemplated  in  the  proposed 
regulation,  was  limited  to  one  particular 
work.  Since  it  may  be  possible  for  a 
given  transmission  to  contain  multiple 
works,  the  Office  asked  whether  the 
regulation  should  “permit  an  advance 
notice  to  accommodate  more  than  one 
work,  particularly  where  multiple 
copyright  owners  are  involved?” 

A  comment  submitted  on  behalf  of  a 
cable  television  system  encouraged  the 
Office  to  retain  the  singular  work 
requirement  as  proposed.  Comments 
submitted  on  behalf  of  sports  interests, 
however,  argued  that  the  filing  of  a 
single  notice  covering  multiple  works 
not  only  would  be  beneficial  to  the 
particular  copyright  owner  involved  but 
also  to  potential  infringers  who 
otherwise  might  be  inundated  with 
notices.  This  contention,  they  asserted, 
is  particularly  true  with  respect  to 
Advance  Notices  served  in  conjunction 
with  the  FCC  sports  exclusivity 
notification  procedure.  Furthermore,  the 
sports  interests  argued  that  a  singular 
work  requirement  would  add  enormous 
costs  to  the  notification  procedure  and 
could  render  section  411(b)  ineffective. 

When  the  “multiple  works”  question 
was  posited  as  part  of  the  proposed 
rulemaking,  the  Copyright  Office 
envisioned  occasions  where  multiple 
works  are  included  in  a  single 
transmission  program  rather  than 
instances  of  multiple  transmissions  of 
different  copyrighted  works,  such  as 
different  sporting  event  programs.  The 
Copyright  Office  considers  the  Advance 
Notice  procedure  to  be  an  important 
mechanism  for  protecting  the  rights  of 
copyright  owners  whose  works  are  first 
fixed  simultaneously  with  their 
transmission.  At  the  same  time,  the 
Office  recognizes  that  this  provision  is 
unique  and  unprecedented  in  the 
copyright  law.  Under  section  411(b) 
service  of  an  Advance  Notice  of 


Potential  Infringement  is  a  prelude  to 
court  action  and  a  probable  request  for 
an  injunction  to  prohibit  retransmission 
of  programs  in  advance  of  their 
broadcast. 

For  these  reasons,  the  Office  believes 
that  the  regulation  governing  Advance 
Notices  should  permit  service  on 
reasonable  terms  but  should  not 
encourage  indiscriminate  service.  The 
final  regulation  in  paragraph  (c)(1) 
modifies  the  proposed  regulation  by 
permitting  service  of  a  single  notice  with 
respect  to  all  of  the  works  of  the 
copyright  owner  embodied  in  a  specific 
“transmission  program”  using  the 
definition  of  that  term  in  17  U.S.C.  101. 
However,  separate  Advance  Notices 
must  be  served  with  respect  to  works 
embodied  in  different  transmission 
programs. 

12.  Registration  as  a  Condition 
Subsequent 

In  addition  to  service  of  an  Advance 
Notice,  section  411(b)  further  requires  a 
copyright  owner  instituting  an 
infringement  action  to  make 
“registration  for  the  work  within  three 
months  after  its  first  transmission." 

With  respect  to  this  requirement,  the 
Copyright  Office  asked  whether  the 
mandate  given  the  Register  under 
section  411(b)  authorizes  him  to  compel 
registration  for  the  work  and/or  provide 
certain  penalties  for  a  failure  to  register. 

All  of  the  comments  responsive  to  this 
question  urged  the  Office  generally  to 
forego  imposition  of  penalties  for  failure 
to  register.  Comments  submitted  on 
behalf  of  the  professional  sports 
interests,  for  example,  argued  that  the 
registration  requirement  is  triggered 
only  if  the  author  or  copyright  owner 
proceeds  to  file  an  action  for 
infringement.  They  indicated  that  they 
do  not  intend  to  register  every  work  that 
is  mentioned  in  an  Advance  Notice,  but 
will  of  course  register  the  works  if  an 
infringement  action  is  brought.  If 
registration  is  not  made  in  such  cases, 
they  state  the  Register  would  have  the 
authority  to  compel  registration  and  to 
provide  certain  financial  penalties  for  a 
failure  to  register  timely. 

The  Copyright  Office  has  decided  not 
to  promulgate  any  regulations  on  this 
point  at  this  time.  Since,  under  section 
411(b),  registration  clearly  is  a  condition 
subsequent  to  the  institution  of  judicial 
proceedings,  it  is  within  the  authority  of 
the  court  to  compel  registration  and/ or 
provide  certain  penalties  for  a  delay  in 
meeting  this  statutory  requirement. 

The  Office  has  therefore  decided  that 
it  is  not  necessary  to  impose  any 
penalties  in  a  regulation  and  has  also 
deleted  the  reference  to  registration  in 
paragraph  (c)(2)(ii)  of  the  regulation. 


This  provision  would  have  required  the 
copyright  owner  to  declare  in  an 
Advance  Notice  that  he  or  she  intends 
“to  make  registration  of  the  copyright 
claim  for  the  work  within  three  months 
from  the  date  of  its  first  transmission." 
Under  the  regulation  as  adopted, 
however,  the  copyright  owner  will  be 
required  to  declare  that  he  or  she 
“intends  to  secure  copyright  in  the  work 
upon  its  fixation.”  This  declaration 
tracks  the  statutory  language  and  is 
intended  to  assure  that  the  copyright 
owner  does  not  plan  to  place  the  work 
in  the  public  domain. 


Part  201  of  37  CFR  Chapter  II  is 
amended  by  adding  a  new  §  201.22  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  201.22  Advance  notices  of  potential 
infringement  of  works  consisting  of 
sounds,  images,  or  both. 

(a)  Definitions.  (1)  An  “Advance 
Notice  of  Potential  Infringement”  is  a 
notice  which,  if  served  in  accordance 
with  section  411(b)  of  title  17  of  the 
United  States  Code,  and  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  section, 
enables  a  copyright  owner  to  institute 
an  action  for  copyright  infringement 
either  before  or  after  the  first  fixation  of 
a  work  consisting  of  sounds,  images,  or 
both  that  is  first  fixed  simultaneously 
with  its  transmission,  and  to  enjoy  the 
full  remedies  of  said  title  17  for 
copyright  infringement,  provided 
registration  for  the  work  is  made  within 
three  months  after  its  first  transmission. 

(2)  For  purposes  of  this  section,  the 
“copyright  owner”  of  a  work  consisting 
of  sounds,  images,  or  both,  the  first 
fixation  of  which  is  made 
simultaneously  with  its  transmission,  is 
the  person  or  entity  that  will  be 
considered  the  author  of  the  work  upon 
its  fixation  (including,  in  the  case  of  a 
work  made  for  hire,  the  employer  or 
other  person  or  entity  for  whom  the 
work  was  prepared),  or  a  person  or 
organization  that  has  obtained 
ownership  of  an  exclusive  right,  initially 
owned  by  the  person  or  entity  that  will 
be  considered  the  author  of  the  work 
upon  its  fixation. 

(3)  A  “transmission  program”  is  a 
body  of  material  that,  as  an  aggregate, 
has  been  produced  for  the  sole  purpose 
of  transmission  to  the  public  in 
sequence  and  as  a  unit. 

(b)  Form.  The  Copyright  Office  does 
not  provide  printed  forms  for  the  use  of 
persons  serving  Advance  Notices  of 
Potential  Infringement. 

(c)  Contents.  (1)  An  Advance  Notice 
of  Potential  Infringement  shall  be  clearly 
and  prominently  captioned  “ADVANCE 
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NOTICE  OF  POTENTIAL 
INFRINGEMENT"  and  must  clearly 
state  that  the  copyright  owner  objects  to 
the  relevant  activities  of  the  person 
responsible  for  the  potential 
infringement,  and  must  include  all  of  the 
following: 

(i)  Reference  to  title  17.  U.S.C.  section 
411(b)  as  the  statutory  authority  on 
which  the  Advance  Notice  of  Potential 
Infringement  is  based; 

(ii)  The  date,  specific  time,  and 
expected  duration  of  the  intended  first 
transmission  of  the  work  or  works 
contained  in  the  specific  transmission 
program; 

(iii)  The  source  of  the  intended  first 
transmission  of  the  work  or  works; 

(iv)  Clear  identification,  by  title,  of  the 
work  or  works.  A  single  Advance  Notice 
of  Potential  Infringement  may  cover  all 
of  the  works  of  the  copyright  owner 
embodied  in  a  specific  transmission 
program.  If  any  work  is  untitled,  the 
Advance  Notice  of  Potential 
Infringement  shall  include  a  detailed 
description  of  that  work; 

(v)  The  name  of  at  least  one  person  or 
entity  that  will  be  considered  the  author 
of  the  work  upon  its  fixation; 

(vi)  The  identity  of  the  copyright 
owner,  as  defined  in  paragraph  (a)(2)  of 
this  section.  If  the  copyright  owner  is  not 
the  person  or  entity  that  will  be 
considered  the  author  of  the  work  upon 
its  fixation,  the  Advance  Notice  of 
Potential  Infringement  also  shall  include 
a  brief,  general  statement  summarizing 
the  means  by  which  the  copyright  owner 
obtained  ownership  of  the  copyright  and 
the  particular  rights  that  are  owned;  and 

(vii)  A  description  of  the  relevant 
activities  of  the  person  responsible  for 
the  potential  infringement  which  would, 
if  carried  out,  result  in  an  infringement 
of  the  copyright. 

(2)  An  Advance  Notice  of  Potential 
Infringement  must  also  include  clear  and 
prominent  statements: 

(1)  Explaining  that  the  relevant 
activities  may,  if  carried  out,  subject  the 
person  responsible  to  liability  for 
copyright  infringement;  and 

(ii)  Declaring  that  the  copyright  owner 
intends  to  secure  copyright  in  the  work 
upon  its  fixation. 

(d)  Signature  and  Identification.  (1) 

An  Advance  Notice  of  Potential 
Infringement  shall  be  in  writing  and 
signed  by  the  copyright  owner,  or  such 
owner’s  duly  authorized  agent. 

(2)  The  signature  of  the  owner  or 
agent  shall  be  an  actual  handwritten 
signature  of  an  individual,  accompanied 
by  the  date  of  signature  and  the  full 


name,  address,  and  telephone  number  of 
that  person,  typewritten  or  printed 
legibly  by  hand. 

(3)  If  an  Advance  Notice  of  Potential 
Infringement  is  initially  served  in  the 
form  of  a  telegram  or  similar 
communication,  as  provided  by 
paragraph  (e)(2)(iii)  of  this  section,  the 
requirement  for  an  individual’s 
handwritten  signature  shall  be 
considered  waived  if  the  further 
conditions  of  said  paragraph  (e)  are  met. 

(e)  Service.  (1)  An  Advance  Notice  of 
Potential  Infringement  shall  be  served 
on  the  person  responsible  for  the 
potential  infringement  at  least  ten  days 
but  not  more  than  thirty  days  before  the 
first  fixation  and  simultaneous 
transmission  of  the  work  as  provided  by 
17  U.S.C.  411(b)(1). 

(2)  Service  of  the  Advance  Notice  may 
be  effected  by  any  of  the  following 
methods: 

(i)  Personal  service; 

(ii)  First-class  mail;  or 

(iii)  Telegram,  cablegram,  or  similar 
form  of  communication,  if:  (A)  the 
Advance  Notice  meets  all  of  the  other 
conditions  provided  by  this  section;  and 
(B)  before  the  first  fixation  and 
simultaneous  transmission  take  place, 
the  person  responsible  for  the  potential 
infringement  receives  written 
confirmation  of  the  Advance  Notice, 
bearing  the  actual  handwritten  signature 
of  the  copyright  owner  or  duly 
authorized  agent. 

(3)  The  date  of  service  is  the  date  the 
Advance  Notice  of  Potential 
Infringement  is  received  by  the  person 
responsible  for  the  potential 
infringement  or  by  any  agent  or 
employee  of  that  person 

(17  U.S.C.  411, 702). 

Dated:  May  18, 1981. 

David  Ladd, 

Register  of  Copyrights. 

Approved: 

William ).  Welsh, 

Acting  Librarian  of  Congress. 

|FR  Doc.  81-18052  Filed  5-28-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  1410-03-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  123 

[SW-1-FRL  1831-41 

Hazardous  Waste  Management 
Program:  Phase  I  Interim  Authorization 
for  Rhode  Island 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA);  Region  I. 


action:  Authorization  of  State 
hazardous  waste  program. 

summary:  The  State  of  Rhode  Island 
has  applied  for  interim  authorization  of 
its  hazardous  waste  program  under 
Subtitle  C  of  the  Resource  Conservation 
and  Recovery  Act  and  EPA  guidelines 
for  the  approval  of  State  hazardous 
waste  programs  (40  CFR  Part  123).  EPA 
has  determined  that  the  State’s  program 
meets  all  applicable  statutory  and 
regulatory  requirements  and  is  granting 
Phase  I  interim  authorization  to  Rhode 
Island  to  operate  a  hazardous  waste 
program  in  its  jurisdiction  in  lieu  of 
Phase  I  of  the  Federal  hazardous  waste 
program. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  29, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Kenneth  E.  Wenger,  Waste  Management 
Branch,  U.S.E.P.A.,  Region  I,  John  F. 
Kennedy  Federal  Building,  Boston, 
Massachusetts  02203;  telephone  (617) 
223-5775. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Introduction 

Subtitle  C  of  the  Resource 
Conservation  and  Recovery  Act  of  1976, 
as  amended  (RCRA),  requires  EPA  to 
establish  a  comprehensive  Federal 
program  to  assure  the  safe  management 
of  hazardous  waste.  Once  a  Federal 
program  is  established,  EPA  is 
authorized  under  Section  3006  of  RCRA 
to  approve  State  hazardous  waste 
programs  to  operate  in  lieu  of  the 
Federal  program  in  their  jurisdictions. 

Two  types  of  State  program  approvals 
are  authorized  under  RCRA.  The  first, 
"final  authorization,”  is  a  permanent 
approval  which  may  be  granted  to 
States  whose  programs  are  “equivalent 
to”  and  "consistent  with”  the  Federal 
program  and  provide  adequate 
enforcement.  The  second,  “interim 
authorization,”  is  a  temporary  approval 
for  States  which  cannot  meet  the 
requirements  of  final  authorization  but 
whose  programs  are  “substantially 
equivalent”  to  the  Federal  program. 
RCRA  contemplates  that  States 
receiving  interim  authorization  will  use 
the  interim  authorization  period  to  make 
the  changes  in  their  regulations  and 
statutes  necessary  to  qualify  for  final 
authorization. 

On  May  19, 1980,  EPA  published  the 
first  phase  of  the  Federal  hazardous 
waste  program  (40  CFR  Parts  260-263 
and  265)  and  guidelines  for  authorizing 
State  hazardous  waste  programs  under 
Section  3006  of  RCRA  (40  CFR  Part  123). 
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These  guidelines  set  forth  the 
requirements  for  interim  authorization 
and  the  procedures  which  EPA  will 
follow  in  acting  on  State  applications  for 
interim  authorization.  They  also  provide 
that  EPA  will  grant  interim  authorization 
in  two  major  phases  (Phase  I  and  Phase 
II),  corresponding  to  the  two  major 
phases  of  the  Federal  program. 

The  State  of  Rhode  Island  submitted  a 
draft  application  for  Phase  I  interim 
authorization  on  August  22, 1980.  In  its 
comments  on  the  draft  application,  EPA 
identified  several  issues  in  the  State’s 
program  description,  memorandum  of 
agreement,  and  Attorney  General’s 
statement  which  required  further 
clarification  or  amendment.  Most  of 
these  issues  were  addressed  in  the  final 
application  submitted  to  EPA  on 
December  17, 1980,  and  the  application 
was  determined  to  be  complete  on  that 
date. 

In  accordance  with  EPA  guidelines, 
EPA  provided  public  notice  of  receipt  of 
the  State’s  application  and  opportunity 
for  comment  on  it.  [46  FR  2120  (January 
8, 1981)].  A  hearing  was  held  on  the 
application  on  February  12, 1981,  at  the 
Cannon  Building  Auditorium  in 
Providence,  Rhode  Island.  All  timely 
comments,  whether  presented  at  the 
hearing  or  in  writing,  were  considered  in 
reaching  a  decision  on  Rhode  Island’s 
application. 

II.  Major  Issues 

None  of  the  issues  raised  by 
commenters  on  Rhode  Island's 
application  were  major.  A  discussion  of 
these  issues  and  EPA’s  response  thereto 
is  contained  in  EPA’s  responsiveness 
summary  to  comments  received  on  the 
Rhode  Island  application.  The 
responsiveness  summary  is  available  at 
the  EPA  Region  I  Office  in  Boston  (see 
“For  Further  Information  Contact”, 
above)  and  at  EPA  Headquarters  in 
Washington,  D.C. 

III.  Decision 

EPA  has  reviewed  the  State  of  Rhode 
Island's  complete  application  for  Phase  I 
interim  authorization  and  determined 
that  the  state  program  is  “substantially 
equivalent”  to  the  Phase  I  Federal 
program  as  defined  in  40  CFR  Part  123. 
In  accordance  with  Section  3006(c)  of 
RCRA,  the  State  of  Rhode  Island  is 
hereby  granted  interim  authorization  to 
operate  a  hazardous  waste  program  in 
lieu  of  Phase  I  of  the  Federal  hazardous 
waste  program.  The  practical  effect  of 
this  decision  is  that  generators,  ' 
transporters,  and  owners  and  operators 
of  hazardous  waste  management 
facilities  in  Rhode  Island  will  be  subject 
to  the  State  of  Rhode  Island  hazardous 
waste  management  program  in  lieu  of 


the  Phase  I  Federal  hazardous  waste 
management  program  (40  CFR  Parts  260- 
263  and  265)  and  will  not  again  be 
subject  to  the  Phase  I  Federal  program 
unless  (1)  the  state  fails  to  obtain  final 
authorization  by  the  deadline  specified 
in  3006(c)  of  RCRA  and  implementing 
regulations  of  (2)  authorization  is 
withdrawn  for  cause  by  EPA. 

IV.  Compliance  With  Executive  Order 
12291 

Under  Executive  Order  12291,  EPA 
must  prepare  a  Regulatory  Impact 
Analysis  on  “major  regulations.”  A 
"major  regulation"  is  defined  as  any 
regulation  that  is  likely  to  result  in: 

(1)  An  annual  effect  on  the  economy  of 
$100  million  or  more; 

(2)  A  major  increase  in  costs  or  prices  for 
consumers,  individual  industries,  Federal, 
State,  or  local  government  agencies,  or 
geographic  regions;  or 

(3)  Significant  adverse  effects  on 
competition,  employment,  investment, 
productivity,  innovation,  or  on  the  ability  of 
United  States-based  enterprises  to  compete 
with  foreign-based  enterprises  in  domestic  or 
export  markets. 

EPA’s  decision  to  approve  Rhode 
Island's  Phase  I  hazardous  waste 
program  is  not  a  major  regulation 
because  its  effect  is  to  suspend  the 
applicability  of  certain  Federal 
regulations  in  the  State  of  Rhode  Island. 
In  the  absence  of  this  decision,  persons 
handling  hazardous  waste  in  Rhode 
Island  would  have  to  comply  with  Parts 
260-263  and  265  of  Title  40  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  in  addition  to  all 
Rhode  Island  hazardous  waste 
management  regulations.  For  this  reason 
it  is  virtually  inconceivable  that  this 
regulation  would  result  in  the  significant 
impacts  that  characterize  a  “major 
regulation.” 

This  regulation  was  submitted  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  for 
review  as  required  by  Executive  Order 
12291. 

V.  Authority 

This  notice  is  issued  under  the 
authority  of  Sections  2002(a),  3006,  and 
7004(b)  of  the  Solid  Waste  Disposal  Act, 
as  amended  by  the  Resource 
Conservation  and  Recovery  Act  of  1976, 
as  amended,  42  U.S.C.  §§  6912(a),  6926, 
and  6974(b). 

Dated:  April  27, 1981. 

Leslie  A.  Carothers, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16141  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6560-38-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
43  CFR  Public  Land  Order  5926 
ICA-7804] 

California;  Revocation  of  Executive 
Order  No.  9101 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Public  land  order. 

SUMMARY:  This  order  revokes  an 
Executive  Order  which  withdrew  lands 
in  aid  of  legislation  affecting 
approximately  163.34  acres  of  which  160 
acres  are  privately  owned.  This  action 
will  restore  3.64  acres  to  operation  of  the 
public  land  laws  generally,  and  to 
nonmetalliferous  mineral  location  under 
the  mining  laws. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  23, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Celia  Anderson,  California  State  Office 
916-484-4431. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  by  Section  204 
of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976, 90  Stat.  2751; 

43  U.S.C.  1714,  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  Executive  Order  No.  9101  of  March 
16, 1942,  which  withdrew  the  following 
described  lands  in  aid  of  legislation,  is 
hereby  revoked  in  its  entirety: 

San  Bernardino  Meridian 

T.  6  S„  R.  22  E.. 

Sec.  31,  NE14,  that  part  of  the  NEViSEV* 
lying  north  of  the  north  line  of  State 
Highway  Route  No.  64. 

The  area  described  aggregates 
approximately  163.64  acres  in  Riverside 
County. 

2.  Of  the  lands  described  in  paragraph 
1,  the  NEV4  (160  acres)  is  privately 
owned  and  not  subject  to  disposition 
under  the  public  land  and  mineral  laws. 

3.  At  10  a.m.  on  June  23, 1981,  the 
public  land  shall  be  open  to  operation  of 
the  public  land  laws  generally,  subject 
to  valid  existing  rights,  the  provisions  of 
existing  withdrawals,  and  the 
requirements  of  applicable  law.  All 
valid  applications  received  at  or  prior  to 
10  a.m.  on  June  23, 1981,  shall  be 
considered  as  simultaneously  filed  at 
that  time.  Those  received  thereafter 
shall  be  considered  in  the  order  of  filing. 

4.  At  10  a.m.  on  June  23, 1981,  the  land 
will  be  open  to  nonmetalliferous  mineral 
location  under  the  United  States  mining 
laws.  The  land  has  been  open  to 
applications  and  offers  under  the 
mineral  leasing  laws  and  to 
metalliferous  mineral  location  under  the 
United  States  mining  laws. 
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Inquiries  concerning  the  land  should 
be  addressed  to  the  State  Director, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Room  E- 
2841,  Federal  Office  Building,  2800 
Cottage  Way,  Sacramento,  California 
95825. 

Garrey  E.  Carruthers. 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

May  18, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16025  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  COOE  4310-64-M 


43  CFR  Public  Land  Order  5927 
[CA-3394] 

California;  Partial  Revocation  of  Public 
Land  Order  No.  3342 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Public  land  order. 

Summary:  This  order  will  partially 
revoke  a  Public  Land  Order  which 
withdrew  lands  in  the  Eldorado 
National  Forest  for  use  as 
administrative  sites  and  campgrounds. 
The  lands  will  be  open  to  such  forms  of 
disposition  as  may  by  law  be  made  of 
national  forest  lands. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  23, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Marie  M.  Getsman,  California  State 
Office  916-484-4431. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained  in 
Section  204  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy 
and  Management  Act  of  1976,  90  Stat. 
2751;  43  U.S.C.  1714,  it  is  ordered  as 
follows:  1.  Public  Land  Order  No.  3342  of 
March  2, 1964,  withdrawing  certain 
national  forest  lands  from  prospecting, 
location,  entry  and  purchase  under  the 
mining  laws  of  the  United  States  for  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Forest 
Service,  is  hereby  revoked  insofar  as  it 
affects  the  following  described  lands: 

Eldorado  National  Forest 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian 
Administrative  Sites 
Haypress  Meadows 
T.  12  N.,  R.  17  E.. 

Sec.  28,  SWy4SEy4. 

Stony  Ridge 
T.  13  N.,  R.  17  E., 

Sec  18.  8EVANEVA. 

Campground  Areas 
Crag  Lake 
T.  13  N..  R.  16  E., 

Sea  12,  Lot  5. 

Velma  Lake 
T.  13  N.,  R.  17  E.. 

Sec.  31,  Lot  9. 

Fin  Camp 
T.  11  N..  R.  18  E., 


Sec.  6.  SVA  of  Lot  11. 

Alpine 

T.  11  N..  R.  18  E., 

Sec.  17,  SVANWV4SWV4,  and  NVASWy4 

swy*. 

The  areas  described  aggregate 
approximately  195.88  acres  in  El  Dorado 
County. 

2.  At  10  a.m.,  on  June  23, 1981,  the 
lands  shall  be  open  to  such  forms  of 
disposition  as  may  by  law  be  made  of 
national  forest  lands. 

Garrey  E  Carruthers, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

May  18, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16024  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am| 

MIXING  CODE  4310-84-M 


43  CFR  Public  Land  Order  5930 
[CA  3589] 

California;  Revocation  of  Reclamation 
Project  Withdrawal 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

action:  Public  Land  Order. 

summary:  This  order  will  revoke  a 
Departmental  Order  which  withdrew 
4,132.15  acres  of  land  for  the  Iron 
Canyon  Project  in  California.  This 
action  will  restore  3,534.75  acres  of  land 
to  the  operation  of  the  public  land  laws 
generally,  including  the  mining  laws.  In 
addition,  279.11  acres  are  being  restored 
to  the  mining  laws  only  as  they  remain 
segregated  from  the  public  land  laws  for 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
Project  2041.  Of  the  balance,  18.85  acres 
remain  withdrawn  from  the  operation  of 
the  public  land  laws  and  the  mining 
laws  by  Public  Land  Order  No.  2719  of 
July  6, 1962,  for  recreation  purposes 
under  the  administrative  jurisdiction  of 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  and 
299.44  acres  are  in  private  ownership 
and  are  not  affected  by  this  action. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  23, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Marie  M.  Getsman,  California  State 
Office,  916-484-4431. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained  in 
Section  204  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy 
and  Management  Act  of  October  21, 
1978,  90  Stat.  2751;  43  U.S.C.  1714,  it  is 
ordered  as  follows: 

1.  The  Departmental  Order  of 
November  3, 1913,  withdrawing  lands 
for  the  Iron  Canyon  Project,  is  hereby 
revoked  in  its  entirety. 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian 

T.28N..R.2W., 

Sea  8,  lots  1  to  7,  SEy4NWy.,  P^SVVy., 
NEViSEy.,  S  VASE  Vi; 

sec.  8,  Nwy4swy4,  SEy4Swy4,  SEy4SEy4i 


Sec.  18,  lots  1  and  3,  NWy.NEVA, 

SE‘/4NEy4,  SE‘/4NWy4,  SE»/4SWy4, 
NWy4SEy4,  SE  VASE  Vi; 

Sec.  20,  NWy»NEy.,  NW'ANWVl 
SEy.Nwy4,  Nwy»swy4. 

T.  29  N.,  R.  2  W„ 

Sec.  18,  SVASEVA; 

Sec.  20,  SEy4NE>/4,  NVfeNIM,  SEy4SWy4, 
SEy4<- 

Sec.  30,  lots  3  and  4,  SEViNEVi,  NE»/4SWy4, 
N%SEy4. 

T.  27  N..  R.  3  W., 

Sec.  2,  lot  1,  NWy4NEy4,  SVANEy4. 

T.  28  N.,  R.  3  W.. 

Sec.  10.  NVANEVl  SWy4NEy4,  and 
EVANWy.; 

Sea  12,  lots  1  and  2,  NVANEV4,  SWy4NEy4. 

svanw1/.,  swy4,  Nw*/4SEy4.  svASEy4; 

Sec.  14,  NEViNEy.; 

Sec.  16,  lots  1, 2,  and  3,  and  WVASEVA; 

Sec.  20,  SWy4NWy4; 

Sec.  24,  NWy4NEVi,  SEy4NEy4,  NWW, 
Nwy4swy4,  SEyiSwy4,  sevh 
Sec.  26,  NVANEy.,  SEVANEy.; 

Sec.  32,  swy. swy.  and  SEy.SE Vi. 

T.  29  N.,  R.  3  W.. 

Sec.  10,  lots  3  and  9  (Goat  Island); 

Sec.  12,  SVANWV.; 

Sec.  22,  lot  7; 

Sec.  24,  NWy4NWy4,  NEy.SE Vi,  SVASEV.- 
Sec.  26,  NWy.NEy.,  SWy4,  NWy4SEy4, 
sviSEy*. 

T.  29  N.,  R.  4  W., 

Sec.  12,  SVASWy4. 

The  area  described  aggregates  4,132.15 
acres  in  Tehama  and  Shasta  Counties. 

2.  At  10  a.m.  on  June  23, 1981,  the 
following  described  lands  shall  be  open 
to  operation  of  the  public  land  laws 
generally,  subject  to  valid  existing 
rights,  the  provisions  of  existing 
withdrawals,  and  the  requirements  of 
applicable  law.  All  valid  applications 
received  at  or  prior  to  10  a.m.  on  June  23, 
1981,  shall  be  considered  as 
simultaneously  filed  at  that  time.  Those 
received  thereafter  shall  be  considered 
in  the  order  of  filing. 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian 

T.  28  N.,  R.  2  W., 

Sec.  6,  lots  1  to  7,  SEV4NWV4,  NEy4SWy., 
NE  VASE  Vi,  S  VASE  Vi; 

Sec.  8,  NWy4SWy4,  SEV4SWy4,  SEy.SEy4; 
Sea  18,  lots  1  and  3,  NW  VANE1/., 

SEy4NEy4,  SEy4Nwy4,  SEy4Swy4, 
NWy.SE‘/4,  SE'/.SE'A; 

Sec.  20,  NWy.NEy.,  NWy«NWy4, 
SEy.Nwy4,  Nwy4Swy4. 

T.  29  N.,  R.  2  W., 

Sec.  18,  SttSEy4; 

Sec.  20.  SE  Vs  NEVA,  NVANWV4,  SEy»SWy4, 
SEVA; 

Sec.  30,  lot  4.  NEy.SWy.,  N  VASE  Vi. 

T.  27  N.,  R.  3  W., 

Sea  2.  lot  1,  NW  VANE  Vi,  S  VANE  Vi. 

T.  28  N.  R  3  W 

Sec.  10,  EVANWy.  and  NWy.NEVl; 

Sea  12.  lots  1  and  2,  N  VANE  Vi,  SWy4NEy4, 

svanw  y,.  swy4,Nwy4SEy4,  svASEy^ 

Sec.  14.  NEy.NEVi; 

Sec.  24,  NWy4NEy4,  SEy4NEy4,  NWy«, 

Nwy4swy4,  SEy4Swy4,  SEy4i 
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Sec.  26,  EttNEtt; 

Sec.  32,  swy4swy4. 

T.  29  N..  R.  3  W., 

Sec.  12,  S%NWy4: 

Sec.  22,  lot  7; 

Sec.  24,  NWy4NWy4.  NEViSEVi,  SV4SEV4; 
Sec.  26,  NWy4NEy4,  NWy4SEy4,  SVfeSEy4. 

T.  29  N.,  R.  4  W., 

Sec.  12,  SViSWy4. 

The  area  described  aggregates  3,534.75 
acres. 

3.  At  10  a.m.  on  June  23, 1981,  the 

1  lands  described  in  paragraph  2  will  be 
open  to  location  under  die  United  States 
mining  laws.  They  have  been  and 
continue  to  be  open  to  applications  and 
offers  under  the  mineral  leasing  laws. 

4.  The  following  described  lands 
remain  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of 
appropriation  under  the  public  land 
laws  for  Federal  Power  Project 
purposes.  They  will  be  open  to  location 
under  the  United  States  mining  laws  at 
10  a.m.  on  June  23, 1981: 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian 

T.  29  N.,  R.  2  W., 

Sec.  30,  lot  3  and  SEV4NEV4. 

T.  28  N.,  R.  3  W., 

Sec.  10,  NEIANEVi  and  SWy4NEy4; 

Sec.  20,  SW'ANWft; 

Sec.  26,  NWViNEVi; 

Sec.  32,  SEyiSEy4. 

T.  29  N..  R.  3  W., 

Sec.  10,  lot  3. 

The  area  described  aggregates  279.11  acres. 

5.  The  following  described  lands 
remain  withdrawn  from  all  form  of 
appropriation  under  the  public  land 
laws,  including  the  mining  laws,  for 
recreation  purposes  by  Public  Land 
Order  No.  2719  of  July  6, 1962,  and 
Federal  Power  Project  purposes: 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian 

T.  29  N..  R.  3  W., 

Sec.  10,  lot  9  (Goat  Island). 

The  area  described  aggregates  18.85  acres. 

6.  Of  the  lands  described  in  paragraph 
1,  the  following  are  privately  owned  and 
not  subject  to  disposition  under  the 
public  land  laws: 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian 

T.  28  N.,  R.  3  W., 

Sec.  16,  lots  1, 2,  and  3,  and  WV4SEV4. 

T.  29  N.,  R.  3  W„ 

Sec.  26,  SWy4. 

The  area  described  aggregates  299.44  acres. 

The  lands  described  in  paragraphs  4 
and  5  have  been  and  continue  to  be 
open  to  applications  and  offers  under 
the  mineral  leasing  laws. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  lands  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Room  E-2841  Federal 


Office  Building,  2800  Cottage  Way, 
Sacramento,  California  95825. 

May  18, 1981. 

Gamy  E.  Camithers, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16156  Filed  5-28-61;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-64-M 

43  CFR  Public  Land  Order  5931 

[CA  4006] 

California;  Revocation  of  Public  Land 
Order  No.  2724 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Public  Land  Order 


SUMMARY:  This  order  will  restore  650.50 
acres  of  public  lands  to  operation  of  the 
public  land  laws,  including  the  mining 
laws. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  23, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Marie  Getsman,  California  State  Office, 
916-484-4431. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained  in 
Section  204  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy 
and  Managment  Act  of  1976,  90  Stat. 

2751;  43  U.S.C.  1714,  it  is  ordered  as 
follows: 

1.  Public  Land  Order  No.  2724  of  July 
17, 1962,  which  withdrew  the  following 
described  public  lands  for  use  by  the 
Department  of  the  Army  for  military 
training  purposes,  is  hereby  revoked: 

San  Bernardino  Meridian 

T.  5  S.,  R.  8  E., 

Sec.  6. 

The  area  aggregates  650.50  acres  in 
Riverside  County. 

2.  At  10  a.m.  on  June  23, 1981,  the 
lands  shall  be  open  to  operation  of  the 
public  land  laws  generally,  subject  to 
valid  existing  rights,  the  provisions  of 
existing  withdrawals,  and  the 
requirements  of  applicable  law.  All 
valid  applications  received  at  or  prior  to 
10  a.m.  on  June  23, 1981  shall  be 
considered  as  simultaneously  fried  at 
the  time.  Those  received  thereafter  shall 
be  considered  in  order  of  filing. 

3.  The  lands  will  be  open  to  location 
under  the  United  States  mining  laws  at 
10  a.m.  on  June  23, 1981.  They  have  been 
open  to  applications  and  offers  under 
the  mineral  leasing  laws. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  lands  shall  be 
addressed  to  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  U.S.  Department  of  the 
Interior,  Room  E-2841,  Federal  Office 


Building,  2800  Cottage  Way, 
Sacramento,  California  95825. 
Gamy  E.  Carru  there, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
May  18, 1981. 

|FR  Dbc.  81-16157  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  COOC  4310-64-M 


43  CFR  Public  Land  Order  5933 

[S-2344] 

California;  Revocation  of  Public  Land 
Order  No.  1385 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Public  land  order. 

SUMMARY:  This  order  revokes  a  public 
land  order  which  withdrew  land  for  use 
by  the  Department  of  the  Army  as  a 
radio  station  site.  This  action  will 
restore  the  land  to  operation  of  the 
public  land  laws,  including  the  mining 
and  mineral  leasing  laws. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  23, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 
Marie  M.  Getsman,  California  State 
Office  916-484-4431. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  by  Section  204 
of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976, 90  Stat.  2751; 

43  U.S.C.  1714,  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  Public  Land  Order  No.  1385  of 
January  24, 1957,  which  withdrew  the 
following  described  public  land  for  use 
in  connection  with  the  U.S.  Strategic 
Communications  Command,  CONUS 
Facility,  Middletown,  California,  is 
hereby  revoked  in  its  entirety: 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian 

T.  11  N.,  R.  6  W.. 

Sec.  27,  Lot  1. 

The  area  described  contains  16.47  acres  in 
Lake  County. 

2.  At  10  a.m.  on  June  23, 1981,  the  land 
shall  be  open  to  operation  of  the  public 
land  laws  generally,  subject  to  valid 
existing  rights,  the  provisions  of  existing 
withdrawals,  and  the  requirements  of 
applicable  law.  All  valid  applications 
received  at  or  prior  to  10  a.m.  on  June  23, 
1981,  shall  be  considered  as 
simultaneously  filed  at  that  time.  Those 
received  thereafter  shall  be  considered 
in  the  order  of  filing. 

3.  The  land  will  be  open  to 
applications  and  offers  under  the 
mineral  leasing  laws  and  to  location 
under  the  United  States  mining  laws  at 
10  a.m.  on  June  23, 1981. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  land  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  Room  E-2841 
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Federal  Office  Building,  2800  Cottage 
Way,  Sacramento,  California  95825. 

Garrey  E.  Ca  mi  there, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

May  18, 1981. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16028  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


43  CFR  Public  Land  Order  5934 
[CA  2455] 

California;  Revocation  of  National 
Forest  Administrative  Site  Withdrawal 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Public  land  order. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  revokes  an 
Executive  Order  which  withdrew  public 
lands  for  use  as  a  Forest  Service  ranger 
station  and  opens  the  lands  to  operation 
of  the  public  land  laws  generally, 
including  the  mining  laws. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  23, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Marie  M.  Getsman,  California  State 
Office,  916-484-4431. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained  in 
Section  204  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy 
and  Management  Act  of  1976,  90  Stat. 
2751;  43  U.S.C.  1714,  it  is  ordered  as 
follows: 

1.  Executive  Order  No.  3412  of 
February  25, 1921,  withdrawing  public 
land  as  a  Forest  Service  administrative 
site,  is  hereby  revoked: 

Hayden  Hill  Lookout;  Mount  Diablo  Meridian 

T.  37  N.,  R.  10  E., 

Sec.  31,  Lots  2  and  3. 

The  area  described  aggregates  77.22  acres 
in  Lassen  County. 

2.  At  10  a.m.,  on  June  23, 1981,  the 
lands  shall  be  open  to  location  and 
entry  under  the  public  land  laws 
generally,  subject  to  valid  existing 
rights,  the  provisions  of  existing 
withdrawals  and  the  requirements  of 
applicable  law.  All  valid  applications 
received  at  or  prior  to  10  a.m.,  on  June 
23, 1981,  shall  be  considered  as 
simultaneously  filed  at  that  time.  Those 
received  thereafter  shall  be  considered 
in  the  order  of  filing. 

3.  At  10  a.m.,  on  June  23, 1981,  the 
lands  will  be  open  to  location  under  the 
United  States  mining  laws.  They  have 
been  and  continue  to  be  open  to 
applications  and  offers  under  the 
mineral  leasing  laws. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  lands  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  U.S.  Department  of  the 
Interior,  Room  E-2841,  Federal  Office 


Building,  2800  Cottage  Way, 
Sacramento,  California  95825. 
Garrey  E.  Carru there, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
May  18, 1981. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16158  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-84-M 


43  CFR  Public  Land  Order  5937 
[CA-3718] 

California;  Partial  Revocation  of  Public 
Water  Reserve 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Public  Land  Order. 

summary:  This  order  will  partially 
revoke  an  Executive  Order  of  January 
24, 1914,  withdrawing  certain  lands  in 
California  as  Public  Water  Reserve  No. 
14. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  29, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Marie  Getsman,  California  State  Office, 
916-484-4431. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  pursuant  to 
Section  204  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy 
and  Management  Act  of  October  21, 

1976,  90  Stat.  2751  (43  U.S.C.  1714),  it  is 
ordered  as  follows: 

1.  The  Executive  Order  of  January  24, 
1914,  creating  Public  Water  Reserve  No. 
14  is  hereby  revoked  insofar  as  it  affects 
the  following  described  lands: 

San  Bernardino  Meridian 

T.  5  S.,  R.  20  E., 

Sec.  16,  All  land  within  one-quarter  mile  of 
McCoy  Spring; 

Sec.  17,  All  land  within  one-quarter  mile  of 
McCoy  Spring. 

T.  8  S.,  R.  17  E„ 

Sec.  16,  All  land  within  one-quarter  mile  of 
Chuckwalla  Spring. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  185  acres 
more  or  less  in  Riverside  County. 

Title  to  those  portions  of 
aforedescribed  lands  which  lie  within 
Section  16,  T.  5  S.,  R.  20  E.,  and  Section 
16,  T.  8  S.,  R.  17  E.,  S.B.M.,  shall 
immediately  vest  in  the  State  of 
California. 

The  land  in  Section  17,  T.  5  S.,  R.  20  E., 
continues  to  be  segregated  from 
disposition  under  the  public  land  laws, 
including  the  mining  laws,  by  Public 
Land  Order  No.  5224  of  July  5, 1972. 
Garrey  E.  Carruthers, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

May  18, 1981. 

[FR  Doc.  81-18159  Filed  5-28-61;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-84-M 


43  CFR  Public  Land  Order  5938 
[CA  4441] 

California;  Partial  Revocation  of 
Potash  Reserve  No.  2 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Public  Land  Order. 

summary:  This  order  partially  revokes 
Executive  Order  of  February  21, 1913, 
which  withdrew  lands  in  California  for 
Potash  Reserve  No.  2.  Upon  revocation, 
title  will  immediately  vest  in  the  State  of 
California  pursuant  to  the  Act  of  May  2, 
1932;  47  Stat.  140;  43  U.S.C.  870. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  29, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Marie  M.  Getsman,  California  State 
Office,  916-484-4431. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained  in 
Section  204  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy 
and  Management  Act  of  1976,  90  Stat. 
2751;  43  U.S.C.  1714,  it  is  ordered  as 
follows: 

1.  The  Executive  Order  dated 
February  21, 1913,  creating  Potash 
Reserve  No.  2,  is  hereby  revoked  insofar 
as  it  affects  the  following  described 
lands: 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian 

T.  26  S.,  R.  43  E., 

Sec.  16. 

The  area  contains  640  acres  in  San 
Bernardino  County. 

2.  Upon  promulgation  of  this  order, 
title  to  the  lands  shall  vest  in  the  State 
of  California  as  school  grant  land 
pursuant  to  the  Act  of  May  2, 1932;  47 
Stat.  140;  43  U.S.C.  870. 

Garrey  E.  Carruthers, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

May  18, 1981. 

[FR  Doc.  81-15894  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


43  CFR  Public  Land  Order  5939 
[S  5574] 

California;  Revocation  of  Executive 
Order  No.  6798 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Public  Land  Order. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  will  revoke  an 
Executive  Order  which  withdrew  certain 
lands  in  California  for  use  for  lookout 
station  purposes  in  connection  with 
cooperative  forest  protection  work.  The 
lands  will  be  opened  to  the  mining  laws; 
however,  they  remain  segregated  from 
the  public  land  laws.  The  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  will  administer  the 
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area  as  a  part  of  the  Clear  Lake  National 
Cooperative  Land  and  Wildlife 
Management  Area. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  23, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Marie  M.  Getsman,  California  State 
Office,  916-484-4431. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained  in 
Section  204  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy 
and  Management  Act  of  1976,  90  Stat. 
2751;  43  U.S.C.  1714,  it  is  ordered  as 
follows: 

1.  Executive  Order  No.  6798  of  July  27, 
1934,  which  withdrew  and  reserved 
public  land  for  lookout  station  purposes 
in  connection  with  cooperative  forest 
protection  work,  is  hereby  revoked. 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian 

T.  9  N..  R.  3  W., 

Sec.  4,  Lot  2. 

The  area  aggregates  39.94  acres  in  Napa 
County. 

The  land  is  located  on  the  west  slope 
of  Berryessa  Peak  in  the  Vaca 
Mountains  on  the  central  east  side  of 
Napa  County  and  about  41  air  miles 
west-northwesterly  of  Sacramento, 
California. 

2.  The  lands  are  withdrawn  from  all 
forms  of  appropriation  under  the  public 
land  laws  by  Public  Land  Order  No. 

2693  of  June  7, 1962,  for  the  Clear  Lake 
National  Cooperative  Land  and  Wildlife 
Management  Area  and  will  remain  so 
withdrawn. 

3.  The  lands  will  be  open  to  location 
under  the  United  States  mining  laws  at 
10  a.m.,  on  June  23, 1981.  They  have 
been  and  will  continue  to  be  open  to 
applications  and  offers  under  the 
mineral  leasing  laws. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  land  should 
be  addressed  to  the  State  Director, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Room  E- 
2841,  Federal  Office  Building,  2800 
Cottage  Way,  Sacramento,  California 
95825. 

Garrey  E.  Carru  there, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

May  18, 1981. 

[FR  Doc.  81-15895  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-84-M 


43  CFR  Public  Land  Order  5940 

[CA  7442] 

California;  Revocation  of  Executive 
Order  No.  7026 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

action:  Public  land  order. 

SUMMARY:  This  order  revokes  a 
withdrawal  affecting  40  acres  of  land 
withdrawn  in  connection  with  Federal 


and  State  cooperative  forest-protection 
work.  This  action  will  restore  the  land  to 
the  operation  of  the  public  land  laws, 
including  the  location  of 
nonmetalliferous  minerals  under  the 
mining  laws. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  23, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Celia  Anderson,  California  State  Office, 
916-484-4431. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  by  Section  204 
of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976,  90  Stat.  2751; 

43  U.S.C.  1714,  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  Executive  Order  No.  7026  of  April 
30, 1935,  which  withdrew  the  following 
described  lands  from  settlement, 
location,  sale  or  entry,  for  use  as  a 
lookout  station  in  connection  with 
Federal  and  State  cooperative  forest- 
protection  work,  is  hereby  revoked  in  its 
entirety: 

San  Bernardino  Meridian 

T.  18  S.,  R.  3  E., 

Sec.  28,  NWy4NWy«. 

The  area  described  contains  40  acres  in 
San  Diego  County. 

2.  At  10:00  a.m.,  on  June  23, 1981,  the 
land  shall  be  open  to  operation  of  the 
public  land  laws  generally,  subject  to 
valid  existing  rights,  the  provisions  of 
existing  withdrawals,  and  the 
requirements  of  applicable  law.  All 
valid  applications  received  at  or  prior  to 
10:00  a.m.,  on  June  23, 1981,  shall  be 
considered  as  simultaneously  filed  at 
that  time.  Those  received  thereafter 
shall  be  considered  in  the  order  of  filing. 

3.  At  10:00  a.m.,  on  June  23, 1981,  the 
land  will  be  open  to  nonmetalliferous 
mineral  location  under  the  United  States 
mining  laws.  The  land  has  been  open  to 
applications  and  offers  under  the 
mineral  leasing  laws  and  to 
metalliferous  mineral  location  under  the 
United  States  mining  laws. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  land  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Room  E-2841,  2800 
Cottage  Way,  Sacramento,  California 
95825. 

Garrey  E.  Carru  there, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

May  18, 1981. 

[FR  Doc.  81-15896  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-84-M 


43  CFR  Public  Land  Order  5941 

[CA-7370] 

California;  Revocation  of  Executive 
Order  No.  4202 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 


action:  Public  Land  Order. 


summary:  This  order  revokes  an 
Executive  Order  which  withdrew  lands 
in  aid  of  legislation.  The  action  will 
restore  approximately  2,113  acres  of 
land  to  the  operation  of  the  public  land 
laws  generally,  including  location  of 
nonmetalliferous  minerals  under  the 
mining  laws. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  23, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 

Celia  Anderson,  California  State  Office, 
916-484-4431. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  by  Section  204 
of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976,  90  Stat.  2751; 

43  U.S.C.  1714,  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  Executive  Order  No.  4202  of  April 
14, 1925,  which  withdrew  the  following 
described  lands  pending  enactment  of 
proposed  legislation,  is  hereby  revoked 
in  its  entirety: 

San  Bernardino  Meridian 

T.  7  N..  R.  3  E.. 

Sec.  2,  lots  3  and  4,  SViNWVi. 

T.  17  S..  R.  9  E., 

Sec.  32,  SV4. 

T.  18  S.,  R.  9  E., 

Sec.  4,  all; 

Sec.  5,  all; 

Sec.  8,  lots  3  to  6,  inclusive,  NV4NV4; 

Sec.  9,  lots  1  to  4,  inclusive. 

The  area  described  aggregates  2,113.42 
acres  in  Imperial  and  San  Bernardino  ' 
Counties. 

2.  At  10  a.m.  on  June  23, 1981,  the 
lands  shall  be  open  to  operation  of  the 
public  land  laws  generally,  subject  to 
valid  existing  rights,  the  provisions  of 
existing  withdrawals,  and  the 
requirements  of  applicable  law.  All 
valid  applications  received  at  or  prior  to 
10  a.m.  on  June  23, 1981,  shall  be 
considered  as  simultaneously  filed  at 
that  time.  Those  received  thereafter 
shall  be  considered  in  the  order  of  filing. 

3.  At  10  a.m.  on  June  23, 1981,  the 
lands  will  be  open  to  nonmetalliferous 
mineral  location  under  the  United  States 
mining  laws.  They  have  been  open  to 
applications  and  offera  under  the 
mineral  leasing  laws  and  to 
metalliferous  mineral  location  under  the 
United  States  mining  laws. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  lands  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Room  E-2841,  2800 
Cottage  Way,  Sacramento,  California 
95825. 

Garrey  E.  Carru  there. 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

May  18. 1981. 

(FR  Doc.  81-15887  Filed  5-28-81;  8.45  am| 

BILLING  COOE  4310-84-M 
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43  CFR  Puh'ic  Land  Order  5942 

ICA-47CGI 

California;  Modification  of  Public  Land 
Order  No.  431  to  Make  Lands  Available 
for  Leasing  Under  the  Geothermal 
Steam  Act  of  1970 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Public  land  order. 

SUMMARY:  This  order  modifies  Public 
Land  Order  No.  431  which  withdrew 
lands  for  the  China  Lake  Naval 
Weapons  Center  by  making  lands 
available  for  leasing  of  geothermal 
steam  and  associated  geothermal 
resources  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Geothermal  Steam  Act  of  1970.  This 
order  also  identifies  those  lands 
withdrawn  by  Executive  Order  No.  6206 
which  are  and  have  been  open  to 
geothermal  leasing  on  both  a 
competitive  and  noncompetitive  bid 
basis. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  29, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Walt  Holmes,  California  State  Office 
916—484-4431. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained  in 
Section  204  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy 
and  Management  Act  of  October  21, 

1976  (90  Stat.  2751,  43  U.S.C.  1714),  it  is 
ordered  as  follows: 

1.  Public  Land  Order  No.  431  of 
December  19, 1947,  withdrew  public 
lands  from  appropriation  under  the 
public  land  laws,  including  the  mining 
and  mineral  leasing  laws,  for  use  of 
Navy  as  a  naval  ordnance  testing  center 
and  proving  range.  That  order  is  hereby 
modified,  but  only  to  the  following 
extent:  the  hereinafter  described  lands 
are  restored  and  opened  to  leasing  of 
the  geothermal  steam  and  associated 
geothermal  resources  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Geothermal  Steam  Act 
of  1970  (30  U.S.C.  1001  et  seq.)  and  the 
Act  of  February  28, 1958  (43  U.S.C.  155  et 
seq.).  Such  leasing  will  be  only  upon 
terms  and  conditions  agreed  to  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy.  The  lands  shall 
otherwise  remain  withdrawn  from 
appropriation  under  all  other  public  land 
laws  including,  but  not  limited  to,  the 
mining  and  remaining  mineral  leasing 
laws,  for  use  by  the  Department  of  the 
Navy. 

Navy  Weapons  Testing  Center  and  Proving 
Range 

China  Lake,  California 
Mount  Diablo  Meridian 
T.  21  S.,  R.  38  E., 

Sec.  24,  All; 

Sec.  25,  All. 


'V.  22  S.,  R.  38  E., 

Secs.  1  through  4; 

Secs.  9  through  15; 

Secs.  21  through  28; 

Secs.  33  through  35. 

T.  23  S.,  R.  38  E., 

Secs.  1  through  4; 

Secs.  9  through  12. 

T.  21  S.,  R.  39  E„ 

Secs.  19  through  21: 

Sec.  22,  WVi; 

Sec.  27,  WV2: 

Secs.  28  through  32; 

Sec.  33,  NE‘/4,  WVi,  N'^SEVi,  and 
SWViSE'A. 

T.  22  S.,  R.  39  E., 

Sec.  4,  Lots  2,  3,  and  4; 

Sec.  5,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  and  4,  SViNVi,  and 
NViSVfe: 

Sec.  6,  Lots  1  through  7,  SVisNEVi, 
SE'ANW1/.,  NEV4SWV4,  and  NVfeSEVi; 

Sec.  7,  Lots  1  through  4  and  EVfcWVfe; 

Sec.  18,  WVi; 

Sec.  19  through  21; 

Sec.  22,  WVi; 

Sec.  27,  WV2: 

Secs.  28  through  33; 

Sec.  34.  W%. 

T.  23  S.,  R.  39  E., 

Secs.  5  through  7. 

Aggregating  approximately  37,228  acres. 

2.  Executive  Order  No.  6206  of  July  16, 
1933,  withdrew  public  lands  from 
settlement,  sale,  location,  or  entry  in  aid 
of  legislation  for  the  protection  of  the 
water  supply  of  the  city  of  Los  Angeles. 
The  lands  described  below  which  were 
withdrawn  by  this  Executive  Order  have 
always  been  and  will  continue  to  be 
open  to  applications  and  offers  for  the 
leasing  of  the  geothermal  steam  and 
associated  geothermal  resources  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Geothermal  Steam 
Act  of  1970. 

T.  21  S.,  R.  37  E., 

Sec.  25,  All; 

Sec.  28,  EViEVi; 

Sec.  27,  NWV4NWV4,  SViNVi,  and  SVi; 

Secs.  34  and  35. 

T.  22  S.,  R.  37  E., 

Sec.  1,  All; 

Sec.  2  Lots  1  and  2  of  NEV4,  Lots  1  and  2  of 
NWy4,  and  SWy4; 

Sec.  3  Lots  1  and  2  of  NEy4,  Lots  1  and  2  of 
NWy4,  and  EViSWy4,  and  SEV4; 

Secs.  11  through  13; 

See  24  All* 

Sec.  25!  NVi,  NViSVi,  SWy4SWy4,  and 
SEV^SEW 

Sec.  36.  EViNEVi,  WViNWy4,  and  SVi. 

T.  21  S.,  R.  38  E., 

Sec.  21,  All; 

Secs.  27  through  35. 

T.  22  S.,  R.  38  E., 

Secs.  1  through  5; 

Sec.  6,  Lots  1  and  2  of  NEy4,  EVi  of  Lots  1 
and  2  of  NWy4,  Lots  1  of  SWy4,  and 

SEV*; 

Sec.  7  through  15; 

Sec.  17,  All; 

Sec.  19,  SVi  of  Lots  1  and  2  of  NWy4,  Lots  1 
and  2  of  SWVi,  and  SEy4; 

Sec.  20,  NVi,  NViSVi,  SEy4SWy4,  and 
SViSEVA; 


Secs.  21  through  35. 

T.  23  S.,  R.  38  E., 

Secs.  1  through  4; 

Sec.  5,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  and  4,  SVzN'/i,  E'/iSW'A, 
and  SE'A; 

Secs.  9  through  12. 

Aggregating  approximately  20,373.89  acres. 

3.  Of  the  lands  heretofore  identified  in 
paragraphs  1  and  2,  the  following 
described  lands  are  situated  within  the 
limits  of  the  Coso  Hot  Springs  Known 
Geothermal  Resources  Area  (KGRA). 

The  Geothermal  Steam  Act  specifies 
that  public  lands  within  a  KGRA  shall 
be  leased  by  competitive  bidding  under 
regulations  formulated  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  (43  CFR  3220).  Those 
portions  of  the  following  described 
lands  which  are  identified  in  paragraph 
1  are  hereby  opened  to  such  competitive 
bid  leasing.  Those  portions  of  the 
following  described  lands  which  are 
identified  in  paragraph  2  have  been  and 
will  continue  to  be  open  to  such 
competitive  bid  leasing. 

T.  21  S.,  R.  37  E., 

Sec.  27,  NWViNWV,,  S^Ny*,  and  SVi; 

Secs.  34  and  35. 

T.  22  S.,  R.  37  E., 

Sec.  1,  All; 

Sec.  2,  Lots  1  and  2  of  NEV4,  Lots  1  and  2  of 
NW%,  and  SWV t; 

Sec.  3,  Lots  1  and  2  of  NEy4,  Lots  1  and  2  of 
NWy4,  and  EV2S\NV*,  and  SEy4; 

Sec.  12,  All;  « 

Sec.  25,  NVi,  NViSVi,  SWy4SWy4,  and 

SEVfcSEVfc* 

Sec.  36,  EViNEtt,  WViNWy4,  and  SVi. 

T.  21  S.,  R.  38  E., 

Sec.  21,  All; 

Sec.  24,  All; 

Sec.  25,  All; 

Secs.  27  through  35. 

T.  22  S.,  R.  38  E., 

Secs.  1  through  5; 

Sec.  6,  Lots  1  and  2  of  NEVA,  EVi  of  Lots  1 
and  2  of  NWy4,  Lot  1  of  SWy4,  and  SEy4i 
Secs.  8  through  15; 

Sec.  17,  All; 

Sec.  19,  SVi  of  Lots  1  and  2  of  NWVA,  Lots  1 
and  2  of  SWV4,  and  SEy4; 

Sec.  20,  NVi.  NViSVi,  SEy4SWy4,  and 
SViSEVA; 

Secs.  21  through  35. 

T.  23  S.,  R.  38  E., 

Secs.  1  through  4; 

Sec.  5,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  and  4.  SViNVi,  EVASWy4, 
and  SEVi; 

Secs.  9  through  12. 

T.  21  S..  R.  39  E., 

Secs.  19  through  21; 

Sec.  22,  W  Vi; 

Sec.  27,  WVi; 

Secs.  28  through  32; 

Sec.  33,  NEVA,  WVi,  NViSEy4,  and 
SWy4SEy4. 

T.  22  S..  R.  39  E.. 

Sec.  4,  Lots  2,  3,  and  4; 

Sec.  5,  Lots  1, 2,  3,  and  4,  SViNVi,  and 
NViSVi; 

Sec.  6,  Lots  1  through  7,  SViNEVA, 
SEy4NWy4,  NEy4SWy4,  and  NViSEWi; 
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Sec.  7,  Lots  1  through  4  and  EVfeWVfe; 
Sec.  18.  WVfe; 

Secs.  19  through  21; 

Sec.  22,  W  Vfe; 

Sec.  27,  WVfe; 

Secs.  28  through  33; 

Sec.  34,  WVfe. 

T.  23  S.,  R.  39  E., 

Secs.  5  through  7. 

Inquiries  concerning  these  lands 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  Room  E-2841, 
Federal  Office  Building,  2800  Cottage 
Way,  Sacramento,  California  95825. 
Garrey  E.  Carruthers, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

May  18, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16028  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  COOC  4310-84-41 


43  CFR  Public  Land  Order  5924 

[M-41590] 

Montana;  Partial  Revocation  of  Public 
Water  Reserve  No.  76 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Public  land  order. 

SUMMARY:  This  order  revokes  an 
Executive  Order  in  part  as  to  40  acres  of 
land  withdrawn  as  a  public  water 
reserve.  This  action  will  restore  the  land 
to  operation  of  the  public  land  laws 
generally,  including  nonmetalliferous 
minerals  under  the  mining  laws. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  23, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 
Roland  F.  Lee,  Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations,  Montana 
State  Office,  406-657-6291. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  by  Section  204 
of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976,  90  Stat.  2751; 

43  U.S.C.  1714,  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  Executive  Order  dated  June  14, 

1921,  which  withdrew  certain  lands  for 
public  water  reserve  purposes  is  hereby 
revoked  insofar  as  it  affects  the 
following  described  land: 

Public  Water  Reserve  No.  76 

Principal  Meridian 
T.  7  S.,  R.  11  W., 

Sec.  19,  NWy4SEy». 

The  area  described  contains  40  acres  in 
Beaverhead  County. 

2.  At  10  a.m.  on  June  23, 1981,  the  land 
shall  be  open  to  operation  of  the  public 
land  laws  generally,  subject  to  valid 
existing  rights,  the  provisions  of 
withdrawals,  and  the  requirements  of 
applicable  law.  All  valid  applications 
received  at  or  prior  to  10  a.m.  on  June  23, 
1981,  shall  be  considered  as 
simultaneously  filed  at  that  time.  Those 


received  thereafter  shall  be  considered 
in  order  of  filing. 

3.  The  land  will  be  open  to 
nonmetalliferous  mineral  location  under 
the  United  States  mining  laws  at  10  a.m. 
on  June  23, 1981.  It  has  been  and 
continues  to  be  open  to  metalliferous 
mineral  location  under  the  United  States 
mining  laws  and  to  applications  and 
offers  under  the  mineral  leasing  laws. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  land  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  P.O.  Box  30157, 
Billings,  Montana  59107. 

Garrey  E.  Carruthers, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

May  18, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16027  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


43  CFR  Public  Land  Order  5882 

[OR- 20234- A] 

Oregon;  Partial  Revocation  of  Public 
Water  Reserve  No.  87 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 
ACTION:  Public  land  order. 

SUMMARY:  This  order  revokes  an 
Executive  Order  in  part  as  to  160  acres 
of  public  land  withdrawn  as  a  public 
water  reserve.  This  action  will  restore 
the  lands  to  operation  of  the  public  land 
laws  generally,  including 
nonmetalliferous  mineral  location  under 
the  mining  laws. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  23, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 
Champ  C.  Vaughan,  Jr.,  Oregon  State 
Office.  503-231-6905. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained  in 
Section  204  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy 
and  Management  Act  of  1976,  90  Stat. 
2751;  43  U.S.C.  1714,  it  is  ordered  as 
follows: 

1.  The  Executive  Order  of  November 
9, 1923,  which  withdrew  certain  lands 
for  public  water  reserve  purposes  is 
hereby  revoked  so  far  as  it  affects  the 
following  described  lands: 

Willamette  Meridian 

Public  Water  Reserve  No.  87 
T.  34  S.,  R.  42  E., 

Sec.  14,  NWy4SW,/4. 

T.  35  S.,  R.  44  E., 

Sec.  26,  NE14NWV4. 

T.  37  S.,  R.  44  E., 

Sec.  17,  SEViNWtt  and  NElASWVi. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  160  acres  in 
Malheur  County. 

2.  At  10  a.m.,  on  June  23, 1981,  the 
public  lands  described  above  shall  be 
open  to  operation  of  the  public  land 
laws  generally,  subject  to  valid  existing 


\ 


rights,  the  provisions  of  existing 
withdrawals,  and  the  requirements  of 
applicable  law.  All  valid  applications 
received  at  or  prior  to  10  a.m.,  on  June 
23, 1981,  shall  be  considered  as 
simultaneously  filed  at  that  time.  Those 
received  thereafter  shall  be  considered 
in  the  order  of  filing. 

3.  At  10  a.m.,  on  June  23, 1981,  the 
public  lands  described  above  will  be 
open  to  nonmetalliferous  mineral 
location  under  the  United  States  mining 
laws.  The  lands  have  been  and  continue 
to  be  open  to  metalliferous  mineral 
location  under  the  United  States  mining 
laws  and  to  applications  and  offers 
under  the  mineral  leasing  laws. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  lands  should 
be  addressed  to  the  State  Director, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O.  Box 
2965,  Portland,  Oregon  97208. 

Garrey  E.  Carruthers, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

May  18. 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16029  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  431Q-84-4I 


43  CFR  Public  Land  Order  5889 

[ORE-05274] 

Oregon;  Revocation  of  Public  Land 
Order  No.  1442 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Public  land  order. 

SUMMARY:  This  order  revokes  a  public 
land  order  which  withdrew  40  acres  of 
land  for  use  by  the  U.S.  Air  Force.  The 
land  and  mineral  estate  have  been 
determined  to  be  unsuitable  for  return  to 
the  public  domain  and  have  been 
reported  to  the  General  Services 
Administration  for  disposition  as  excess 
property. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  29, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 

Champ  C.  Vaughan,  Jr.,  Oregon  State 
Office  503-231-6905. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  by  Section  204 
of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976,  90  Stat.  2751; 
43  U.S.C.  1714,  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  Public  Land  Order  1442  of  July  5, 
1957,  which  withdrew  the  following 
described  land  for  use  by  the  U.S.  Air 
Force  is  hereby  revoked: 

Willamette  Meridian 

Falcon  Heights,  Kingsley  Field 
T.  39  S.,  R.  9  E„ 

Sec.  34,  swy«Nwy4. 

The  area  described  contains  40  acres  in 
Klamath  County. 
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2.  The  land  described  above  has  been 
reported  to  the  General  Services 
Administration  for  disposition  as  excess 
property  and  will  not  be  restored  to 
operation  of  the  public  land  laws, 
including  the  mining  and  mineral  leasing 
laws. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  land  should 
be  addressed  to  the  State  Director, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O.  Box 
2965,  Portland,  Oregon  97208. 

Garrey  E.  Carru there, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

May  18, 1981. 

(FR  Doc.  81-16003  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-84-M 


43  CFR  Public  Land  Order  5890 

[OR-20236-B] 

Oregon;  Partial  Revocation  of  Public 
Water  Reserve  No.  91 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Public  land  order. 

summary:  This  order  revokes  an 
Executive  Order  in  part  as  to  339.89 
acres  of  lands  withdrawn  as  a  public 
water  reserve.  This  action  will  restore 
279.89  acres  to  operation  of  the  public 
land  laws  generally,  including 
nonmetalliferous  mineral  location  under 
the  mining  laws.  Sixty  acres  remain 
segregated  from  operation  of  the  public 
land  laws,  including  the  mining  laws. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  23, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Champ  C.  Vaughan,  Jr.,  Oregon  State 
Office,  503-231-6905. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained  in 
Section  204  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy 
and  Management  Act  of  1976,  90  Stat. 
2751;  43  U.S.C.  1714,  it  is  ordered  as 
follows: 

1.  The  Executive  Order  of  June  13, 
1925,  which  withdrew  cei  iain  lands  for 
public  water  reserve  purposes,  is  hereby 
revoked  so  far  as  it  affects  the  following 
described  public  lands: 

Willamette  Meridian 

Public  Water  Reserve  No.  91 
T.  18  S.,  R.  39  E., 

Sec.  14.  NWy4SWy4i 

Sec.  18,  SWy4SEy4i 

Sec.  19,  NW'/iNEVi  and  NEViNWy*. 

T.  28  S  R  44  E 

Sec.  21,  NWvisWVi  and  N%SWy4SWy». 

T.  31  S.,  R.  43  E., 

Sec.  6,  SEy«NWy4. 

T.  34  S.,  R.  45  E., 

Sec.  7,  Lots  10  and  11. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  339.89  acres 
in  Malheur  County. 

2.  The  public  land  in  T.  28  S.,  R.  44  E., 
is  included  in  proposed  protective 


withdrawal  ORE  017370  and  remains 
segregated  from  operation  of  the  public 
land  laws  generally,  including  the 
United  States  mining  laws. 

3.  At  10  a.m.,  on  June  23, 1981,  the 
public  lands  described  in  paragraph  1, 
except  as  provided  in  paragraph  2,  will 
be  open  to  operation  of  the  public  lands 
laws  generally,  subject  to  valid  existing 
rights,  the  provisions  of  existing 
withdrawals,  and  the  requirements  of 
applicable  law.  All  valid  applications 
received  at  or  prior  to  10  a.m.,  on  June 
23, 1981,  will  be  considered  as 
simultaneously  filed  at  that  time.  Those 
received  thereafter  will  be  considered  in 
the  order  of  filing. 

4.  At  10  a.m.,  on  June  23, 1981,  the 
public  lands  described  in  paragraph  1, 
except  as  provided  in  paragraph  2,  will 
be  open  to  nonmetalliferous  mineral 
location  under  the  United  States  mining 
laws.  The  public  lands  described  in 
paragraph  1,  except  as  provided  in 
paragraph  2,  have  been  and  continue  to 
be  open  to  metalliferous  mineral 
location  under  the  United  States  mining 
laws.  All  the  lands  have  been  and 
continue  to  be  open  to  applications  and 
offers  under  the  mineral  leasing  laws. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  lands  should 
be  addressed  to  the  State  Director, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O.  Box 
2965,  Portland,  Oregon  97208. 

May  18, 1981. 

Garrey  E.  Carruthere, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

(FR  Doc.  81-16030  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

46  CFR  Part  503 

[General  Order  22;  Arndt  11] 

Public  Observation  of  Federal  Maritime 
Commission  Meetings  and  Public 
Access  to  Information  Pertaining  to 
Commission  Meetings;  Public 
Information 

agency:  Federal  Maritime  Commission. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  eliminates 
the  current  two  week  advance  request 
requirement  applicable  to  agency 
personnel  for  closure  of  items  to  be 
scheduled  for  “Sunshine”  meetings.  This 
change  will  provide  greater  flexibility  to 
scheduling  meetings,  while  still 
conforming  to  the  notice  requirements  of 
the  Sunshine  Act. 

effective  date:  May  29, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Francis  C.  Humey,  Secretary,  Federal 


Maritime  Commission,  1100  L  St.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20573,  (202)  523-5725. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Commission’s  current  rule  regarding 
requests  by  agency  personnel  to  close 
items  to  be  scheduled  for  a  “Sunshine” 
meeting  requires  such  requests  to  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary  not  later  than 
two  weeks  prior  to  the  Commencement 
of  the  meeting  (46  CFR  503.74(a)).  The 
purpose  of  the  requirement  is  to  allow 
the  Secretary  to  schedule  and 
accomplish  a  vote  by  the  Commission 
on  any  such  request  to  close  in  sufficient 
time  to  publish  notice  of  the  meeting 
within  the  seven  day  time  restriction 
imposed  by  the  Sunshine  Act. 

Experience  under  this  rule  has  shown 
that  the  two  week  advance  request 
requirement  is  unnecessarily  long  and 
unduly  restricts  agency  flexibility  in 
scheduling  items  for  meetings  and  in 
determining  whether  items  can  be 
closed  to  public  observation. 

To  remedy  this  situation  the 
Commission  has  determined  to  amend 
this  rule  to  eliminate  the  rigid  two-week 
requirement  and  to  provide  a  more 
flexible  procedure.  Notice  and  public 
participation  on  this  amendment  are  not 
required  because  the  rule  in  question 
pertains  solely  to  internal  agency 
procedures,  not  affecting  the  public.  For 
the  same  reason  the  requirements  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  do  not  apply. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C. 
533(b)(A),  paragraph  (a)  of  §  503.74,  Title 
46  CFTl  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  503.74  Procedures  for  closing  a  portion 
or  portions  of  a  meeting  or  a  portion  or 
portions  of  a  series  of  meetings  on  agency 
initiated  requests. 

(a)  Any  member  of  the  agency,  the 
Managing  Director,  or  the  General 
Counsel  of  the  agency  may  request  that 
any  portion  or  portions  of  a  meeting  or 
any  portion  or  portions  of  a  series  of 
meetings  be  closed  to  public  observation 
for  any  of  the  reasons  provided  in 
§  503.73  of  this  Subpart  by  submitting 
such  request  in  writing  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  agency  in  sufficient  time  to  allow 
the  Secretary  to  schedule  a  timely  vote 
on  the  request  pursuant  to  paragraph  (b) 

of  this  section. 

***** 

By  the  Commission  May  13, 1981. 1 
Joseph  C.  Polking, 

Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16023  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6730-01-M 

1  Commissioner  Daschbach  dissenting.  Closure  of 
agenda  items  deprives  the  public  of  its  right  to  view 
the  deliberations  leading  to  agency  actions  which 
have  a  significant  impact  upon  the  public  interest. 
Agenda  items  should  therefore  be  closed  only  under 
exceptional  circumstances,  and  provisions 
permitting  such  closures  should  be  tightened  rather 
than  relaxed. 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the 
proposed  issuance  of  rules  and 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices 
is  to  give  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final 
rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
7  CFR  Ch.  IX 
[Docket  No.  AO-379] 

Carrots  Grown  in  the  Forty-Eight 
Contiguous  States;  Termination  of 
Proceedings  on  Proposed  Marketing 
Agreement  and  Order 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  This  document  terminates  the 
proposed  marketing  agreement  and 
order  for  carrots  grown  in  the  48 
contiguous  States.  The  proposal  would 
primarily  have  authorized  regulation  of 
consumer-sized  carrot  bags  and  master 
containers.  Considering  the  lapse  of 
time,  the  record  is  so  dated  that  there  is 
no  clear  showing  of  a  need  for  the 
program  and  its  various  provisions. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Charles  W.  Porter,  Chief,  Vegetable 
Branch,  F&V,  AMS,  USDA,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250 (202)  447-2615. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Prior 
documents  in  this  proceeding: 

Notice  of  Hearing — Issued  September 
13, 1976,  and  published  September  16, 
1976  (41  FR  39772) 

Notice  of  Recommended  Decision — 
Issued  November  30, 1977,  and 
published  December  6, 1977  (42  FR 
61599) 

Preliminary  Statement 

A  public  hearing  was  held  upon  a 
proposed  marketing  agreement  and 
order  for  carrots  grown  in  the  forty-eight 
contiguous  States  at  Los  Angeles, 
California,  November  2, 1976,  and 
continued  at  Dallas,  Texas,  on 
November  10, 1976. 

The  hearing  was  held  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.)  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  (7  CFR  Part  900).  The 
Notice  of  Recommended  Decision  was 


issued  November  30, 1977,  and 
published  December  6, 1977  (42  FR 
61599). 

.  However,  because  of  the  extensive 
time  that  has  elapsed  since  the  hearings 
and  apparent  lack  of  interest  on  the  part 
of  much  of  the  industry,  the  Secretary 
hereby  finds  that  the  proposed 
marketing  agreement  and  order  are 
currently  not  in  the  public  interest,  and 
the  proceedings  are  hereby  terminated. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  22, 
1981. 

C.  W.  McMillan, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Marketing  and 
Transportation  Services. 

(FR  Doc.  81-16149  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3410-02-M 


Food  Safety  and  Quality  Service 

7  CFR  Part  2851 

[Docket  No.  81-022N] 

U.S.  Standards  for  Grades  of  Shelled 
Peanuts;  Withdrawal  of  Proposed  Rule 

AGENCY:  Food  Safety  and  Quality 
Service,  USDA. 

action:  Notice  of  withdrawal  of 
proposed  rule. 

summary:  This  notice  withdraws  a 
December  14, 1979,  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  which  would  have  combined 
the  three  current  U.S.  grade  standards 
for  shelled  Virginia,  Runner,  and 
Spanish  type  peanuts  into  a  single  U.S. 
Standard  for  Grades  of  Shelled  Peanuts. 
The  proposed  U.S.  grade  standards 
include  additional  kernel  size 
classifications  and  changes  in  various 
tolerances  for  split  kernels,  defects, 
undersize  and  oversize  kernels,  and 
provisions  to  facilitate  export  trading.  A 
Solicitation  of  Information,  published 
Februrary  3, 1981,  in  the  Federal 
Register,  sought  information  from  the 
public  concerning  several  technical 
points  of  industry  disagreement  on  the 
proposed  U.S.  standards  for  shelled 
peanuts. 

The  Agency  received  comments  from 
the  four  major  peanut  shelter 
associations,  the  candy  and  peanut 
butter  manufacturers’  association,  and 
individual  manufacturers,  shelters,  and 
international  brokers.  The  comments 
indicate  the  original  areas  of 
disagreement  have  not  been  resolved 


and  the  Food  Safety  and  Quality  Service 
(FSQS)  alternate  proposals  presented 
are  not  acceptable  to  the  shelled  peanut 
industry.  Therefore,  FSQS  has 
determined  to  withdraw  the  proposed 
U.S.  Standards  for  Grades  of  Shelled 
Peanuts. 

The  Agency  will  consider  proposing 
U.S.  standards  for  shelled  peanuts  at 
another  time  if  it  receives  a  request  to 
do  so  by  a  group  representative  of  all 
segments  of  the  peanut  industry. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  29, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Michael  A.  Canon,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Quality  Division,  Food  Safety 
and  Quality  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  DC  20250, 

(202)  447-2093. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

December  14, 1979,  the  Agency 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (44  FR 
72599-72602)  a  proposed  rule,  U.S. 
Standards  for  Grades  of  Shelled 
Peanuts.  The  Southeastern  Peanut 
Association,  the  Southwestern  Peanut 
Shelter  Association,  and  the  Virginia- 
Carolina  Peanut  Association  requested 
revision  of  the  standards  to  bring  them 
in  line  with  current  marketing  practices 
and  to  promote  uniformity  of 
requirements  in  the  standards.  The 
comments  received  differed  widely 
among  various  industry  shelter 
associations  and  manufacturer 
associations  on  the  proposed  rule  and 
on  alternate  proposals  presented  in  a 
Solicitation  of  Information,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  February  3, 1981  (46 
FR  10498).  Although  considerable  effort 
has  been  made  by  associations 
representing  different  segments  of  the 
industry,  peanut  shellers  and  the  candy 
and  peanut  butter  manufacturers,  all 
parties  remain  in  disagreement  on 
several  technical  details.  Therefore,  the 
current  standards,  U.S.  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Shelled  Runner  Type  Peanuts, 
U.S.  Standards  for  Grades  of  Shelled 
Spanish  Type  Peanuts,  and  U.S. 
Standards  for  Grades  of  Shelled  Virginia 
Type  Peanuts,  will  remain  in  effect. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
proposed  U.S.  Standard  for  Grades  of 
Shelled  Peanuts,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  December  14, 1979, 
(44  FR  72599-72602),  is  hereby 
withdrawn. 
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Done  in  Washington,  DC,  on  May  20, 1981. 
Donald  L.  Houston, 

Administrator,  Food  Safety  and  Quality 
Service. 

|FR  Doc.  81-15679  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3410-DM-M 


Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service 

9  CFR  Part  92 

Importation  of  Horses 

AGENCY:  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  Rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  proposal  would  permit 
the  importation  of  mares  over  731  days 
of  age  into  the  United  States  from 
countries  affected  with  contagious 
equine  metritis  (CEM)  when  specific 
requirements  to  prevent  their 
introducing  CEM  into  the  United  States 
are  met.  This  action  is  needed  to  provide 
an  additional  means  of  importing  such 
mares  into  the  United  States  from  CEM- 
affected  countries  when  this  can  be 
done  without  undue  risk  to  livestock  of 
the  United  States.  The  effect  of  this 
action  would  be  to  permit  the 
importation  of  mares  over  731  days  of 
age  into  the  United  States  from  CEM- 
affected  countries  when  specified 
requirements  are  met. 

DATE:  Comments  on  or  before  July  28, 
1981. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments  to 
Deputy  Administrator,  USDA,  APHIS, 
VS,  Room  870,  Federal  Building, 
Hyattsville,  MD  20782. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dr.  D.  E.  Herrick,  USDA,  APHIS,  VS, 
Federal  Building,  Room  815,  Hyattsville, 
MD  20782,  (301)  436-8170. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
proposed  rule  has  been  reviewed  in 
conformance  with  Executive  Order 
12291,  and  has  been  determined  to  be 
not  a  “major  rule"  because,  if  this 
proposed  rule  is  adopted,  the  annual 
effect  on  the  economy  would  be  less 
than  $100  million  and  should  result  in  no 
increase  in  costs  to  consumers, 
individual  industries.  Federal,  State  or 
local  governmental  agencies  or 
geographic  regions.  This  action  should 
have  no  adverse  effect  on  competition, 
employment,  investment,  productivity, 
innovation,  or  on  the  ability  of  United 
States-based  enterprises  to  compete 
with  foreign-based  enterprises  in 
domestic  or  export  markets. 

Additionally,  Dr.  Harry  C.  Mussman, 
Administrator  of  the  Animal  and  Plant 


Health  Inspection  Service,  has 
determined  that  this  action  will  not  have 
a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities.  If 
finalized,  the  proposal  would  lift 
restrictions  that  were  imposed  in  the  fall 
of  1977  on  the  importation  of  certain 
horses  from  France,  Ireland,  and  the 
United  Kingdom,  as  well  as  restrictions 
added  later  on  Australia,  Belgium,  Italy, 
the  Federal  Republic  of  Germany,  and 
Japan.  During  that  period  of  time  any 
mares  originating  in  any  one  of  these 
countries  had  to  spend  at  least  one  year 
in  a  CEM-free  country  in  order  to  enter 
the  United  States. 

It  is  anticipated  that  from  50  to  200 
importers  will  bring  in  an  additional  1  to 
4  mares  annually,  making  a  maximum  of 
800  horses  per  year.  There  will  probably 
be  an  initial  heavy  influx  of  mares  in  the 
fall  in  order  for  them  to  be  acclimated 
prior  to  next  spring’s  breeding  season. 
The  total  number  of  horses  of  all  classes 
imported  into  the  United  States  from  all 
countries  during  Fiscal  Year  1980  was 
14,666. 

To  the  best  of  our  knowledge,  through 
the  years  the  number  of  small  entities 
involved  in  the  importation  of  mares 
from  the  countries  involved  has  been 
extremely  limited  because  of  factors 
such  as  the  volume  of  animals  sold; 
stallion  fees  ranging  from  $5,000  to 
$50,000;  stallions  syndicated  up  to 
$32,000,000  and  the  international 
operations  involved.  The  average  cost  to 
import  a  horse  is  from  $5,000  to  $7,000, 
including  preembarkation  testing  and 
treatment,  the  cost  of  transportation  and 
post  entry  quarantine.  Further,  this  rule 
would  not  affect  many  other  small 
entities  which  import  mares  from  other 
countries  not  affected  by  the  rule. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  Administrative  procedure 
provisions  in  5  U.S.C.  553,  that,  pursuant 
to  section  2  of  the  Act  of  February  2, 

1903,  as  amended;  and  sections  2,  3,  4, 
and  11  of  the  Act  of  July  2, 1962  (21 
U.S.C.  Ill,  134a,  134b,  134c,  and  134f), 
the  Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service  is  considering  amending  Part  92, 
Title  9,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

Section  92.2(i)(l)  of  the  regulations 
prohibits  the  importation  of  certain 
horses  into  the  United  States  from  the 
countries  of  Australia,  Belgium,  Ireland, 
Italy,  Federal  Republic  of  Germany, 
France,  Japan,  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
the  Isle  of  Man,  because  of  the  existence 
of  CEM  in  these  countries. 

Sections  92.2(i)(2)(ii),  92.2(i)(2)(iii), 
92.2(i)(2)(iv)  and  92.2(i)(2)(v)  of  the 
regulations  provide  for  the  importation 
into  United  States  from  countries  in 
which  CEM  exists,  of  certain  horses 
under  certain  specified  conditions. 
Presently,  the  importation  for  permanent 


entry  into  the  United  States  of  mares 
over  731  days  of  age  from  countries  in 
which  CEM  exists  is  prohibited. 

The  Department  has  conducted 
studies  of  horses  affected  with  CEM 
organisms  which  have  included  the 
development  and  evaluation  of  surgical 
removal  of  the  clitoral  sinuses  (clitoral 
sinusectomy)  of  mares  over  731  days  of 
age,  swabbing  and  culture  techniques, 
serological  tests,  and  the  effectiveness 
of  treatment.  These  studies  are  available 
by  contacting  Dr.  R.  C.  Knowles,  USDA, 
APHIS,  VS,  Federal  Building,  Room  739, 
Hyattsville,  MD  20782.  Based  on  these 
studies,  the  Department  believes  that 
clitoral  sinusectomy  and  certain  topical 
treatments  would  be  effective  in  freeing 
mares  over  731  days  of  age  from  the 
contagion  of  CEM.  Therefore,  this 
proposal  would  provide  a  method  for  the 
importation  into  the  United  States  of 
such  mares  under  specified  conditions 
which  the  Department  believes  will 
prevent  the  introduction  of  CEM  into  the 
United  States. 

This  proposal  would  redesignate 
§  92.2(i)(2)(v)  as  §  92.2(i)(2)(vi)  and 
would  designate  the  requirements  for 
the  importation  of  mares  over  731  days 
of  age  from  countries  in  which  CEM 
exists  in  this  proposal  as  §  92.2(i)(2)(v) 
to  provide  better  continuity  and 
readability  of  the  regulations  regarding 
the  importation  of  horses  from  CEM- 
affected  countries. 

Specifically,  proposed  §  92.2(i)(2)(v) 
would  provide  for  the  importation  of  any 
mare  over  731  days  of  age  if  such  mare 
is  accompanied  by  an  import  permit  as 
required  in  §  92.4  and  if  such  mare  is 
accompanied  by  a  certificate  which 
contains  the  information  required  by 
§  92.17,  and  is  signed  by  a  salaried 
veterinary  officer  of  the  national 
government  of  the  country  of  origin.  In 
addition,  the  certificate  would  state:  (1) 
that  all  of  the  procedures  which  would 
be  required  by  proposed  §  92.2(i)(2)(v), 
discussed  below,  have  been  conducted 
under  the  direct  supervision  of  the 
salaried  veterinary  officer  of  the 
national  government  of  the  country  of 
origin  who  is  signing  the  certificate;  (2) 
the  dates  on  which  the  surgery, 
treatment  and  cultures  required  by 
§  92.2(i)(2)(v)  are  performed;  (3)  the 
results  of  all  cultures  required  by 
§  92.2(i)(2)(v)  and  the  name  of  the 
laboratory  conducting  such  cultures,  and 
(4}  that,  except  as  provided  in  proposed 
§  92.2(i)(2)(v)(G),  all  specimens  required 
to  be  cultured  are  found  negative  for 
CEM.  This  information  would  be 
required  so  that  the  Department  can  be 
assured  that  the  procedures  considered 
necessary  to  assure  that  mares  over  731 
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days  of  age  do  not  introduce  CEM  into 
the  United  States  have  been  performed. 

Experience  in  England  and  the  United 
States  has  shown  that  the  clitoral 
sinuses  and  the  clitoral  fossae  are  the 
most  common  sites  for  harboring  CEM 
bacteria  after  the  acute  disease  has 
subsided.  Due  to  the  minute  size  of  the 
clitoral  sinuses,  it  is  difficult  to  obtain 
satisfactory  specimens  for  culturing  by 
swab,  as  well  as  difficult  to  adequately 
treat  such  areas  for  CEM.  However,  the 
Department  believes  that  there  will  not 
be  risk  of  spread  of  CEM  by  the 
importation  of  mares  over  731  days  of 
age  if  the  clitoral  sinuses  are  removed 
and  their  external  genitalia  and  vaginal 
vestibule  and  clitoral  fossa  are  cleaned 
and  washed  and  treated  as  discussed 
below. 

Proposed  §  92.2(i)(2)(v)(D)  would 
require  that  for  5  consecutive  days, 
beginning  the  seventh  day  after  removal 
of  the  clitoral  sinuses,  a  licensed 
veterinarian  shall  clean  and  wash 
(scrub)  the  external  genitalia  and 
vaginal  vestibule  including  the  clitoral 
fossa  with  a  solution  of  not  less  than  2 
percent  chlorhexidine  in  a  detergent 
base.  The  clitoral  fossa  shall  be  filled 
and  the  external  genitalia  and  vaginal 
vestibule  shall  be  coated  (packed)  with 
an  ointment  of  not  less  than  0.2  percent 
nitrofurozone.  The  5  consecutive  days 
postsurgical  treatment  is  necessary  to 
remove  any  contamination  or  possible 
spread  of  the  CEM  organism  during  the 
surgical  procedure,  and  such  treatment 
should  provide  reasonable  assurance 
that  the  mare  so  treated  will  be  free  of 
the  contagion  of  CEM.  The  postsurgical 
treatment  must  be  postponed  until  7 
days  after  surgery  to  allow  the  mare  to 
heal. 

In  addition,  certain  tests  would  be 
required  to  assure  that  the  mare  is  free 
of  CEM  before  it  is  imported  into  the 
United  States. 

Proposed  §  92.2(i)(2)(v)(B)  would 
require  that  a  specimen  (swab)  be 
collected  by  a  licensed  veterinarian 
from  the  clitoral  sinus  of  the  mare 
within  two  hours  prior  to  the  removal  of 
the  clitoral  sinuses  and  submitted  by  the 
licensed  veterinarian  to  a  laboratory 
approved  to  culture  for  CEM  by  the 
National  Veterinary  Service  of  the 
country  of  origin.  The  collection  of  these 
specimens  and  their  culture  appears  to 
be  necessary  to  identify  those  mares 
which  are  still  harboring  the  CEM 
bacteria  and  which  would,  therefore,  not 
be  eligible  to  be  exported  to  the  United 
States 

Proposed  §  92.2(i)(2)(v)(E)  would 
require  postsurgical  cultures  to  provide 
further  evidence  that  the  mare  is  free  of 
CEM.  After  an  interim  of  7  days 
following  the  fifth  consecutive  day  of 


scrubbing  the  external  genitalia  and 
vaginal  vestibule  and  filling  the  clitoral 
fossa,  3  separate  specimens  would  be 
required  to  be  collected  by  a  licensed 
veterinarian  from  the  clitoral  fossa,  at 
intervals  of  not  less  than  7  days 
between  the  collection  of  each  set  of 
specimens,  and  each  such  specimen 
would  be  required  to  be  submitted  by  a 
licensed  veterinarian  to  a  laboratory 
approved  to  culture  for  CEM  by  the 
National  Veterinary  Service  of  the 
country  of  origin. 

Proposed  §  92.2(i)(2)(v)(E)  would 
require  that  for  nonpregnant  mares  an 
additional  specimen  also  shall  be 
collected  by  a  licensed  veterinarian 
from  the  endometrium  of  the  uterus 
during  estrus  and  all  specimens  shall  be 
submitted  by  the  veterinarian  to  a 
laboratory  approved  to  culture  for  CEM 
by  the  National  Veterinary  Service  of 
the  country  of  origin. 

Mares  with  any  positive  culture  for 
CEM  of  specimens  collected  pursuant  to 
these  procedures  would  not  be  certified 
for  export  to  the  United  States,  except 
as  provided  in  proposed 
§  92.2(i)(2)(v)(G).  A  negative  finding  for 
all  of  the  specimens  is  necessary 
because  any  positive  result  would 
indicate  that  the  mare  is  affected  with 
CEM.  Proposed  §  92.2(i)(2)(v)(G)  does 
provide  a  procedure  whereby  mares 
with  one  or  more  positive  cultures  may 
be  imported  into  the  United  States.  The 
Department  believes  that  this  procedure 
would  insure  that  even  those  mares 
which  have  had  one  or  more  positive 
cultures  are  free  of  CEM.  To  import  such 
mares  into  the  United  States,  a  licensed 
veterinarian  would  be  required  to 
collect  three  additional  separate  sets  of 
specimens  from  the  clitoral  fossa  at  not 
less  than  7  day  intervals,  with  the  first 
set  collected  not  less  than  one  year  from 
the  date  of  the  last  positive  culture.  One 
set  shall  be  collected  from  the 
endometrium  of  the  uterus  during  estrus 
and  the  last  set  shall  be  collected  within 
30  days  prior  to  the  date  of  export.  If  the 
three  additional  sets  of  specimens  are 
found  negative  for  CEM,  at  a  laboratory 
approved  to  culture  for  CEM  by  the 
National  Veterinary  Services  of  the 
country  of  origin,  the  mare  may  be 
certified  for  export  to  the  United  States. 

Experience  has  shown  that  many 
mares  will  cleanse  themselves  of  the 
CEM  organism,  and  this  one  year  time 
period  from  the  date  of  the  last  positive 
culture  has  generally  been  found  to  be 
sufficient  to  free  the  mare  of  CEM. 

The  Department  would  impose  the 
requirement  that  the  test  be  performed 
in  a  laboratory  approved  to  culture  for 
CEM  by  the  National  Veterinary  Service 
of  the  country  of  origin  to  ensure  the 
accuracy  of  the  tests. 


Intervals  of  not  less  than  7  days 
between  the  topical  treatment  and  the 
first  collection  of  specimens  and 
between  each  set  of  specimens  are 
necessary  to  allow  any  CEM  organisms 
which  may  exist  to  grow,  so  that  they 
may  be  detected.  The  department  is 
requiring  3  separate  sets  of  specimens 
because  swabbing  to  collect  specimens 
is  not  a  precise  technique.  The 
experience  of  equine  practitioners  in 
Kentucky  who  have  tested  horses 
affected  with  CEM  indicates  that  3 
separate  sets  of  specimens  collected 
from  the  prescribed  anatomical  areas  at 
an  interval  of  at  least  seven  days 
between  each  set  provide  a  sufficient 
diversity  of  specimens  so  that  a  test  of 
such  specimens  for  CEM  is  considered 
accurate. 

Proposed  §  92.2(i)(2)(v)(E)  would 
require  that  the  last  of  the  3  sets  of 
specimens,  which  would  be  required  by 
this  procedure  to  be  collected,  be 
cultured  negative  within  30  days  of  the 
date  of  export  of  the  mare  to  the  United 
States.  This  requirement  would  be 
imposed  to  reduce  the  likelihood  of  a 
mare  becoming  affected  with  CEM  after 
the  last  test  and  prior  to  exportation. 

The  Department  believes  that  requiring 
exportation  within  30  days  of  the  last 
test  for  CEM  provides  an  importer  with 
a  reasonable  time  in  which  to  arrange 
for  the  importation  and  does  not 
constitute  a  great  risk  that  the  mare  may 
become  affected  with  CEM  since  the 
date  of  the  last  test. 

Proposed  §  92.2(i)(2)(v)(F)  would 
require  that  a  mare  not  be  bred  from  the 
time  the  treatment  described  in 
§  92.2(i)(2)(v)  was  begun  through  the 
date  of  export.  This  requirement  would 
ensure  that  the  mare  does  not  become 
affected  with  CEM  by  such  breeding  at 
any  time  from  the  start  of  the  required 
procedures  through  the  date  of 
exportation. 

As  stated  above,  the  certificate 
accompanying  the  mare  must,  among 
other  things,  state  that  the  salaried 
veterinary  officer  of  the  National 
Government  of  the  country  of  origin 
directly  supervise  the  surgery,  topical 
treatment  and  specimen  collection 
procedures  set  forth  in  §  92.2(i)(2)(v);  the 
Department  intends  that  such  veterinary 
officer  be  physically  present  to 
supervise  the  clitoral  sinusectomy, 
topical  treatment  and  specimen 
collection  procedures  as  required.  The 
Department  would  require  this 
certification  to  ensure  that  the 
procedures  in  §  92.2(i)(2)(v)  have  in  fact 
been  complied  with. 

Section  92.17  of  the  regulations 
requires,  among  other  things,  that  horses 
imported  from  any  part  of  the  world  be 
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accompanied  by  a  certificate  showing 
that  such  horses  have  not  been  in  any 
country  listed  in  §  92.2(i)(l)  as  affected 
with  CEM  during  the  12  months 
immediately  prior  to  their  importation 
into  the  United  States.  Horses  which  are 
imported  from  countries  listed  in 
§  92.2(i)(l)  under  the  exemptions  in 
§§  92.2(i)(2)  (i),  (ii),  (iii)  and  (iv)  are 
presently  exempt  from  that  requirement. 

This  proposal  would  provide  that 
mares  over  731  days  of  age  imported 
from  countries  listed  in  §  92.2(0(1)  for 
permanent  entry  under  the  exemptions 
in  proposed  §  92.2(i)(2)(v)  would  also  be 
exempt  from  the  requirement  that  the 
certificate  accompanying  them  show 
that  the  horses  have  not  been  in  any 
country  listed  in  §  92.2(i)(l)  during  the 
last  12  months  immediately  prior  to  their 
importation  into  the  United  States. 

The  reason  that  such  horses  should  be 
exempt  from  that  requirement  is  that 
they  appear  to  present  no  risk  of 
introducing  CEM  into  the  United  States. 
Therefore,  there  does  not  appear  to  be 
any  reason  for  prohibiting  the 
importation  of  such  mares  on  the 
grounds  that  the  certificate 
accompanying  them  indicates  that  they 
have  been  in  a  country  listed  in 
§  92.2(i)(l)  during  the  last  12  months 
immediately  prior  to  their  importation 
into  the  United  States. 

As  in  the  case  of  stallions  over  731 
days  of  age  imported  from  CEM-affected 
countries,  (see  9  CFR  section  92.4(a)(5), 
(6),  and  (7);  45  FR  1003-1006),  this 
amendment  would  provide  additional 
procedures  for  mares  over  731  days  of 
age  following  their  importation  from 
CEM-affected  countries  into  the  United 
States.  These  procedures  which  are 
described  below,  are  believed  necessary 
to  provide  further  assurance  that  CEM 
will  not  be  disseminated  in  the  United 
States. 

Proposed  §  92.4(a)(8)  would  also 
require  that  any  mare  over  731  days  of 
age  from  a  CEM-affected  country,  for 
which  a  permit  is  requested  pursuant  to 
§  92.2(i)(2)(v)  of  the  regulations,  must  be 
consigned  to  a  State  which  the  Deputy 
Administrator  of  Veterinary  Services, 
Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service,  has  approved  to  receive  such 
mares.  Import  permits  would  only  be 
issued  for  such  mares  if  such  a  State  is 
indicated  as  the  place  to  which  the  mare 
is  consigned.  Proposed  §  92.4(a)(8)(ii) 
would  list  those  States  which  have  been 
approved  to  receive  mares  over  731  days 
of  age  pursuant  to  §  92.2(i)(2)(v). 
Proposed  §  92.4(a)(9)  would  require  the 
State  to  have  laws  or  regulations  in 
effect  to  require  additional  inspection, 
treatment  and  testing  of  such  mares  to 
further  insure  their  freedom  from  CEM. 
This  proposal  would  establish  the 


minimum  standards  which  a  State  must 
meet  in  order  to  be  approved  to  receive 
mares  over  731  daysof  age  imported 
from  CEM-affected  countries  for 
permanent  entry.  These  standards 
contain  treatment,  testing  and  handling 
procedures  which  are  believed 
necessary  to  ensure  that  such  mares 
being  imported  into  the  United  States 
are  free  of  the  contagion  of  CEM. 

For  a  State  to  be  approved  to  receive 
mares  from  CEM-affected  countries 
pursuant  to  §  92.2(i)(2)(v)  the  State 
would  be  required  to  enter  into  a  written 
agreement  with  the  Deputy 
Administrator,  Veterinary  Services, 
whereby  the  State  would  agree  to 
enforce  State  laws  and  regulations  to 
control  contagious  equine  metritis  and 
to  abide  by  the  conditions  of  approval 
established  by  the  regulations  in  Part  92. 

This  procedure  is  believed  necessary 
to  provide  added  assurance  that  a  State 
will  control  the  movement  of  mares  over 
731  days  of  age  imported  from  CEM- 
affected  countries  to  ensure  that  CEM  is 
not  disseminated  in  the  United  States. 

Further,  to  be  approved,  the  State 
would  be  required  to  quarantine  mares 
over  731  days  of  age  from  CEM  affected 
countries  imported  pursuant  to 
§  92.2(i)(2)(v)  of  the  regulations  until  the 
mare  has  been  treated  and  found  free  of 
CEM  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  proposed  §  92.4(a)(9).  The  quarantine 
of  such  mares  is  deemed  to  be  necessary 
to  ensure  that  the  mares,  if  infected  with 
CEM,  do  not  transmit  this  disease  to 
other  horses  in  the  United  States.  To  be 
approved,  a  State  would  be  required  to 
have  laws  and  regulations  to  ensure  that 
mares  over  731  days  of  age  from  CEM 
affected  countries  imported  pursuant  to 
§  92.2(i)(2)(v)  of  the  regulations  are 
treated  as  follows:  on  5  consecutive 
days,  an  accredited  veterinarian  shall 
aseptically  clean  and  wash  the  external 
genitalia,  vaginal  vestibule  and  clitoral 
fossa,  with  a  solution  of  not  less  than  2 
percent  chlorhexidine  in  a  detergent 
base  and  then  coat  the  external  genitalia 
and  vaginal  vestibule  with  an  ointment 
of  not  less  than  0.2  percent 
nitrofurozone  insuring  that  the  clitoral 
fossa  is  filled.  After  an  interim  of  7  days 
following  the  fifth  consecutive  day  of 
scrubbing  the  external  genitalia  and 
vaginal  vestibule  and  filling  the  clitoral 
fossa,  for  pregnant  mares,  an  accredited 
veterinarian  would  collect  3  separate 
specimens  from  the  clitoral  fossa  at 
intervals  of  not  less  than  7  days 
between  the  collection  of  each  set  of 
specimens.  The  specimens  would  then 
be  submitted  to  a  State  or  Federal 
animal  disease  diagnostic  laboratory  for 
culture.  Seven  days  after  foaling,  an 
accredited  veterinarian  would  be 


required  to  collect  one  specimen  from 
the  endometrium  of  the  uterus  of  the 
mare  and  one  specimen  from  the  foal.  If 
the  foal  is  female,  this  specimen  would 
be  collected  from  the  vaginal  vestibule; 
and,  if  a  male,  the  specimen  would  be 
collected  from  the  prepuce.  Each  of 
these  specimens  would  be  required  to  be 
submitted  to  a  State  or  Federal  animal 
disease  diagnostic  laboratory  for 
culture. 

For  nonpregnant  mares,  an  accredited 
veterinarian  would  be  required  to 
collect  3  separate  sets  of  specimens 
from  the  clitoral  fossa  at  an  interval  of 
not  less  than  7  days  between  the 
collection  of  each  set  of  specimens  with 
one  additional  specimen  collected  from 
the  endometrium  of  the  uterus  during 
estrus.  All  such  specimens  would  be 
required  to  be  submitted  to  a  State  or 
Federal  animal  disease  diagnostic 
laboratory  for  culture. 

If  any  specimen  required  by  proposed 
§  92.4(a)(9)  were  positive  for  CEM  the 
mare  would  not  be  released  from 
quarantine.  To  obtain  release  from 
quarantine,  three  additional  sets  of 
negative  cultures  on  specimens  collected 
from  the  clitoral  fossa  by  an  accredited 
veterinarian  at  an  interval  of  not  less 
than  7  days  would  be  required.  The  first 
set  of  cultures  would  be  required  to  be 
collected  not  less  than  one  year  from  the 
date  of  the  last  positive  culture,  and  one 
additional  set  of  specimens  would  be 
collected  during  estrus  from  the 
endometrium  of  the  uterus.  Experience 
has  shown  that  many  mares  will  cleans 
themselves  of  the  CEM  organism  and 
this  one-year  time  period  is  believed  to 
be  a  necessary  adjunct  to  antibiotic 
therapy. 

Proposed  §  92.1  (x)  and  (y)  would 
define  the  terms  “accredited 
veterinarian”  and  "licensed 
veterinarian"  to  clarify  the  meaning  of 
those  two  terms  as  used  in  this  proposal 
and  Part  92. 

Accordingly,  Part  92,  Title  9,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  would  be  amended 
in  the  following  respects: 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  Part  92 
would  be  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  Sec.  203,  60  Stat.  1087,  as 
amended,  secs.  6,  7,  8, 10,  26  Stat.  416,  as 
amended,  417,  sec.  2,  32  Stat.  792,  as 
amended,  sec.  306, 46  Stat.  689,  as  amended, 
secs.  2,  3,  4,  5. 11,  76  Stat.  129, 130, 132,  sec.  1, 
84  Stat.  202,  (7  U.S.C.  1622, 19  U.S.C.  1306,  21 
U.S.C.  102-105,  111,  134a,  134b,  134c,  134d, 
134f  and  135). 

2.  In  §  92.1,  new  paragraphs  (x)  and 
(y)  would  be  added  to  read: 

§92.1  Definitions. 

***** 
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(x)  Accredited  Veterinarian.  A 
veterinarian  approved  by  the  Deputy 
Administrator  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  Part  161  of  the  title  to 
perform  functions  specified  in  Parts  1,  2, 
3,  and  11  of  Subchapter  A,  and 
Subchapters  B,  C,  and  D  of  this  chapter, 
and  to  perform  functions  required  by 
cooperative  State-Federal  disease 
control  and  eradication  programs. 

(y)  Licensed  veterinarian.  Any  person 
licensed  by  any  country  or  political 
subdivision  thereof  to  practice 
veterinary  medicine. 

3.  In  §  92.2,  paragraph  (i)(2)(v)  would 
be  redesignated  (i)(2)(vi)  and  a  new 
paragraph  (i)(2)(v)  would  be  added  to 
read: 


§92.2  General  prohibitions;  exceptions. 

W  *  *  * 

(2)  *  *  * 

(v)  Any  mare  over  731  days  of  age 
imported,  if: 

(A) (1)  The  mare  is  accompanied  by  an 
import  permit  as  required  in  §92.4,  and 

(2)  The  mare  is  accompanied  by  a 
certificate,  which  contains  the 
information  required  by  §  92.17,  is  signed 
by  a  salaried  veterinary  officer  of  the 
national  government  of  the  country  of 
origin  and,  in  addition,  states: 

(/)  That  the  salaried  veterinary  officer 
of  the  national  government  of  the 
country  of  origin  directly  supervised  the 
surgery,  topical  treatment  and  specimen 
collection  required  by  paragraphs 

(i)(2)(v)(B),  (i)(2)(v)(C),  (i)(2)(v)(D), 
(i)(2)(v)(E)  and  (i)(2)(v)(G)  of  this 
section. 

(//)  The  dates  on  which  the  surgery, 
treatment  and  cultures  required  by 
paragraphs  (i)(2)(v)(B),  (i)(2)(v)(C) 
(i)(2)(v)(D)  (i)(2)(v)(E)  and  (i)(2)(v)(G)  of 
this  section  were  performed. 

(«/)  The  results  of  all  cultures  required 
by  paragraph  (i)(2)(v)  of  this  section  and 
the  name  of  the  laboratory  that 
conducted  such  cultures. 

[iv)  That,  except  as  provided  in 
paragraph  (i)(2)(v)(E)  of  this  section,  all 
specimens  required  to  be  cultured  have 
been  found  negative  for  CEM;  and 

(B)  A  licensed  veterinarian  collects  a 
specimen  from  the  clitoral  sinus  of  the 
mare  within  two  hours  prior  to  surgery 
required  by  paragraph  (i)(2)(v)(C)  of  this 
section,  and  submits  such  specimen  to  a 
laboratory  approved  to  culture  for  CEM 
by  the  National  Veterinary  Service  of 
the  country  of  origin;  and 

(C)  A  licensed  veterinarian  removes 
surgically  the  clitoral  sinuses  of  the 
mare  and  submits  such  clitoral  sinuses 
to  a  laboratory  approved  to  culture  for 
CEM  by  the  National  Veterinary  Service 
of  the  country  of  origin;  and 


(D)  For  5  consecutive  days,  beginning 
the  seventh  day  after  removal  of  the 
clitoral  sinuses,  a  licensed  veterinarian 
aseptically  cleans  and  washes  (scrubs) 
the  external  genitalia  and  vaginal 
vestibule,  including  the  clitoral  fossa 
with  a  solution  of  not  less  than  2  percent 
chlorhexidine  in  a  detergent  base  and 
then  fills  the  clitoral  fossa  and  coats  the 
external  genitalia  and  vaginal  vestibule 
with  an  ointment  of  not  less  than  0.2 
percent  nitrofurozone;  and 

(E)  After  an  interim  of  7  days 
following  the  5th  consecutive  day  of 
scrubbing  the  external  genitalia  and  the 
vaginal  vestibule  and  filling  the  clitoral 
fossa,  a  licensed  veterinarian  collects 
three  separate  specimens  from  the 
clitoral  fossa,  at  an  interval  of  not  less 
than  7  days  between  the  collection  of 
each  specimen,  and  each  specimen  is 
cultured  with  negative  results  for  CEM 
at  a  laboratory  approved  to  culture  for 
CEM  by  the  National  Veterinary  Service 
of  the  country  of  origin.  For  any 
nonpregnant  mare,  a  licensed 
veterinarian  collects  an  additional 
specimen  during  estrus  from  the* 
endometrium  of  the  uterus  and  the 
specimen  is  cultured  with  negative 
results  for  CEM  at  a  laboratory 
approved  to  culture  for  CEM  by  the 
National  Veterinary  Service  of  the 
country  of  origin.  The  last  of  the  three 
sets  of  specimens  collected  during  this 
procedure  is  collected  within  30  days  of 
the  date  of  export  of  the  mare  described 
on  the  certificate;  and 

(F)  The  mare  described  on  the 
certificate  is  not  bred  from  the  time 
treatment  required  by  this  paragraph 
was  begun  through  the  date  of  export; 
and 

(G)  Any  specimen  required  by 
paragraphs  (i)(2)(v)(B),  (i)(2)(v)(C), 
(i)(2)(v)(D),  or  (i)(2)(v)(E)  of  this  section 
is  found  to  be  positive  for  CEM,  and  a 
licensed  veterinarian  collects  three 
additional  separate  sets  of  specimens 
from  the  clitoral  fossa  at  not  less  than  7. 
day  intervals,  with  the  first  set  collected 
not  less  than  1  year  from  the  date  of  the 
last  positive  culture  and  each  additional 
specimen  is  cultured  with  negative 
results  at  a  laboratory  approved  to 
culture  for  CEM  by  the  National 
Veterinary  Services  of  the  country  of 
origin.  One  set  shall  be  collected  from 
the  endometrium  of  the  uterus  during 
estrus  and  the  last  set  shall  be  collected 
within  30  days  prior  to  the  date  of 
export. 

4.  In  §  92.4,  new  paragraphs  (a)(8)  and 
(a)(9)  would  be  added  to  read: 


§92.4  Import  permits  for  ruminants,  swine, 
horses  from  countries  affected  with  CEM, 
poultry,  poultry  semen,  animal  semen, 
birds,  and  for  animal  specimens  for 
diagnostic  purposes. 

(a)  *  *  * 

***** 

(8) (i)  For  mares  over  731  days  of  age 
from  countries  listed  in  §92.2(i)(l)  and 
for  which  a  permit  is  requested  pursuant 
to  §  92.2  (i)(2)(v),  a  permit  will  be  issued 
only  if  the  mare  for  which  the  permit  is 
to  be  issued  is  consigned  to  a  State 
which  the  Deputy  Administrator, 
Veterinary  Services,  has  approved  to 
receive  mares  over  731  days  of  age  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
paragraphs  (a)(9)  of  this  section. 

(ii)  The  following  States  have  been 
approved  to  receive  mares  over  731  days 
of  age  pursuant  to  §  92.2(i)(2)(v): 

(9)  In  order  for  a  State  to  be  approved 
to  receive  mares  over  731  days  of  age 
pursuant  to  §  92.2(i)(2)(v),  the  following 
conditions  must  be  met: 

(i)  The  State  must  enter  into  a  written 
agreement  with  the  Deputy 
Administrator,  Veterinary  Services, 
whereby  the  State  agrees  to  enforce  its 
laws  and  regulations  to  control 
contagious  equine  metritis  and  to  abide 
by  the  conditions  of  approval 
established  by  the  regulations  in  this 
part;  and 

(ii)  The  State  must  agree  to  quarantine 
all  mares  over  731  days  of  age  imported 
from  countries  listed  in  §92.2(i)(l), 
pursuant  to  §  92.2  (i)(2)(v),  until  such 
mares  have  been  treated  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph; 
and 

(iii)  The  State  must  have  laws  and 
regulations  to  insure  that  mares  over  731 
days  of  age  imported  from  countries 
listed  in  §92.2(i)(l),  pursuant  to 

§  92.2(i)(2)(v),  have  been  treated  and 
handled  in  the  following  manner: 

(A)  For  5  consecutive  days,  an 
accredited  veterinarian  shall  aseptically 
clean  and  wash  (scrub)  the  external 
genitalia  and  vaginal  vestibule, 
including  the  clitoral  fossa  with  a 
solution  of  not  less  than  2  percent 
chlorhexidine  in  a  detergent  base  and 
then  fill  the  clitoral  fossa  and  coat  the 
external  genitalia  and  vaginal  vestibule 
with  an  ointment  of  not  less  than  0.2 
percent  nitrofurozone. 

(B)  After  an  interim  of  7  days 
following  the  5th  consecutive  day  of 
scrubbing  the  external  genitalia  and 
vaginal  vestibule  and  filling  the  clitoral 
fossa: 

(1)  For  any  pregnant  mare  over  731 
days  of  age,  an  accredited  veterinarian 
shall  collect  three  separate  specimens 
from  the  clitoral  fossa,  at  an  interval  of 
not  less  than  7  days  between  the 
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collection  of  each  set  of  specimens,  and 
shall  submit  each  specimen  to  a  State  or 
Federal  animal  disease  diagnostic 
laboratory  for  culture.  Seven  days  after 
foaling,  an  accredited  veterinarian  shall 
collect  one  specimen  from  the 
endometrium  of  the  uterus  of  the  mare 
and  one  specimen  from  the  foal,  and 
each  specimen  shall  be  submitted  by  the 
accredited  veterinarian  to  a  State  or 
Federal  animal  disease  diagnostic 
laboratory  for  culture.  If  the  foal  is 
female,  this  specimen  shall  be  collected 
from  the  vaginal  vestible;  and,  if  male, 
the  specimen  shall  be  collected  from  the 
prepuce. 

[2]  For  any  nonpregnant  mare  over  731 
days  of  age,  an  accredited  veterinarian 
shall  collect  three  separate  sets  of 
specimens  from  the  clitoral  fossa,  at  an 
interval  of  not  less  than  7  days  between 
the  collection  of  each  set  of  specimens, 
with  one  additional  specimen  collected 
from  the  endometrium  of  the  uterus 
during  estrus,  and  shall  submit  each 
specimen  to  a  State  or  Federal  animal 
disease  diagnostic  laboratory  for 
culture. 

(C)  If  any  specimen  required  by  this 
section  is  found  to  be  positive  for  CEM,  • 
the  mare  shall  not  be  released  from 
State  quarantine  except  as  provided  in 
this  paragraph.  For  such  mare,  an 
accredited  veterinarian  shall  collect 
three  additional  separate  sets  of 
specimens  from  the  clitoral  fossa  at  not 
less  than  7  day  intervals  between  each 
set,  with  the  first  set  collected  not  less 
than  1  year  from  the  date  of  the  last 
positive  culture;  and,  one  additional  set 
of  specimens  shall  be  collected  from  the 
endometrium  of  the  uterus  during  estrus. 
If  the  additional  sets  of  specimens  are 
negative  for  CEM,  the  mare  may  be 
released  from  quarantine. 

5.  In  §  92.17,  that  part  of  the  first 
sentence  after  the  fourth  semicolon  and 
before  the  fifth  semicolon  would  be 
amended  to  read: 

§  92. 1 7  Horses,  certification,  and 
accompanying  equipment. 

*  *  *;  and,  except  as  provided  in 
§  92.(i)(2)  (i),  (ii),  (iii),  (iv),  and  (v),  the 
horses  have  not  been  in  any  country 
listed  in  §  92.2(i)(l)  as  affected  with 
CEM  during  the  12  months  immediately 
prior  to  their  importation  into  the  United 
States;  *  *  * 

All  written  submissions  made 
pursuant  to  this  proposed  rule  will  be 
made  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  Federal  Building,  6505  Belcrest  Road, 
Room  870,  Hyattsville,  MD.,  during 
regular  hours  of  business  (8  a.m.  to  430 
p.m.,  Monday  to  Friday,  except 
holidays)  in  a  manner  convenient  to  the 
public  business  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 


Comments  submitted  should  bear  a 
reference  to  the  date  and  page  number 
of  this  issue  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  22d  day  of 
May  1981. 

C.  W.  McMillan, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Marketing  and 
Transportation  Services. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16147  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3410-34-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

29  CFR  Parts  1910  and  1918a 

[Docket  No.  S-506] 

Marine  Terminals;  Extension  of 
Comment  Period 

agency:  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration  (OSHA),  Labor. 
action:  Extension  of  time  for 
submission  of  comments. 


SUMMARY:  This  notice  extends  the 
period  for  written  comments  concerning 
the  rulemaking  proceeding  for  marine 
terminals  (29  CFR  Part  1918a).  In 
response  to  the  requests  made  by, 
several  parties  attending  the  public 
meeting  on  April  28, 1981  to  have  the 
comment  period  extended,  OSHA  has 
decided  to  grant  an  extension  of  time, 
until  August  15, 1981. 

As  provided  in  the  notice  of  January 
16, 1981,  interested  persons  may  also  file 
objections  to  the  proposal  and  request 
that  OSHA  hold  an  informal  public 
hearing  to  discuss  these  objections. 
DATES:  Written  comments  and  any 
requests  for  a  hearing  must  be 
postmarked  on  or  before  August  15, 

1981. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  and 
requests  for  a  hearing  should  be 
submitted  to  the  Docket  Officer,  Docket 
No.  S-506,  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration,  Room  S-6212, 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20210,  (202)  523-7894. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Basil  Needham,  Director,  Office  of 
Maritime  Safety  Standards, 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Labor,  200  Constitution  Avenue,  N.W., 
Room  N3471,  Washington,  D.C.  20210, 
(202)  523-7234. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration  published  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  concerning  the 
establishment  of  a  new  Part  1918a,  for 


safety  and  health  regulations  covering 
marine  terminals,  on  January  16, 1981 
(46  FR  4182).  Interested  persons  were 
given  until  May  15, 1981,  to  submit 
comments  with  respect  to  the  proposal 
and  to  file  objections  and  request  a 
hearing.  OSHA  also  provided  these 
persons  with  the  opportunity  to  attend 
informal  public  meetings  in  Washington, 
D.C.  from  April  28-30, 1981,  to  express 
their  views  on  the  contents  of  the 
proposal. 

Several  parties  present  at  the  public 
meeting  held  on  April  28, 1981  indicated 
that  they  needed  more  time  to  analyze 
the  proposal  and  submit  their  comments 
to  the  Agency.  OSHA  believes  that  the 
length  and  complexity  of  the  proposal 
warrants  approval  of  the  requested 
extension.  Therefore,  OSHA  has 
decided  to  extend  the  comment  period 
until  August  15, 1981. 

As  provided  in  the  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking,  interested  persons  may,  in 
addition  to  submitting  written  comments 
also  file  objections  to  the  proposal  and 
request  an  informal  public  hearing  with 
respect  to  those  objections,  in 
accordance  with  the  following 
conditions: 

(1)  The  objections  must  include  the 
name  and  address  of  the  objector; 

(2)  The  objections  must  be 
postmarked  on  or  before  August  15, 

1981,  and  submitted  to  the  Docket 
Office; 

(3)  The  objections  must  specify  with 
particularity  the  provisions  of  the 
proposed  rule  to  which  objection  is 
taken,  and  must  state  the  ground 
therefor; 

(4)  Each  objection  must  be  separately 
stated  and  numbered;  and 

(5)  The  objections  must  be 
accompanied  by  a  detailed  summary  of 
the  evidence  proposed  to  be  adduced  at 
the  requested  hearing. 

All  written  comments  and  requests  for 
a  hearing  must  be  postmarked  on  or 
before  August  15, 1981,  and  submitted  to 
the  Docket  Officer,  Docket  No.  S-506, 
Room  S-6212,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
200  Constitution  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

This  document  was  prepared  under 
the  direction  of  Thorne  G.  Auchter, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor  for 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health,  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  200  Constitution 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

(Sec.  6,  Pub.  L.  91-596,  84  Stat.  1593  (29  U.S.C. 
655),  Sec.  41,  44  Stat.  1444  (33  U.S.C.  941);  29 
CFR  Part  1911,  and  Secretary  of  Labor's 
Order  No.  8-76  (41  FR  25059)) 
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Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  21st  day  of 
May.  1981. 

Thome  G.  Auchter, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16160  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4510-26-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
Office  of  the  Secretary 

32  CFR  Chs.  I,  V,  VI,  and  VII 

33  CFR  Ch.  II 
36  CFR  Ch.  Ill 

Improving  Government  Regulations; 
Semiannual  Agenda  of  Regulations 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Defense. 

ACTION:  Publication  of  the  Department's 
semiannual  agenda  of  regulations  under 
review  or  development  by  the 
Department  of  Defense  and  its 
components. 

summary:  The  Department  of  Defense  is 
publishing  its  sixth  semiannual  agenda 
of  regulations  for  public  information  and 
comments.  Initiated  under  E.0. 12044  in 
November  of  1978  and  voluntarily 
implemented  throughout  the  Department 
under  the  DoD  Regulatory  Improvement 
Plan,  this  agenda  continues  the  intent 
and  purposes  of  those  original 
objectives  now  part  of  the  Department’s 
rulemaking  process.  This  agenda  is  the 
first  under  the  new  E.0. 12291,  “Federal 
Regulations,"  and  contains  many  of  the 
provisions  and  objectives  of  the 
previous  E.O.  It  also  incorporates  those 
objectives  determined  applicable  under 
the  new  E.O.  As  experience  is  gained 
and  the  scope  of  the  new  E.O. 
broadened,  future  agendas  may  be 
modified  to  include  additional 
rulemaking  areas  deemed  relevant  and 
appropriate  to  the  revised  objectives. 
Although  the  next  agenda’s  official 
publication  date  under  E.O.  12291  is 
scheduled  for  October  of  1981,  a 
supplemental,  separate,  or  combined 
agenda  may  be  published  earlier  if 
determined  significant  and  relevant. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 
For  information  concerning  the  overall 
DoD  Regulatory  Improvement  and 
general  semiannual  agenda  information, 
contact  Colonel  Peter  H.  Karalus, 
telephone  202-695-4281  or  write: 
Directorate  for  Organizational  and 
Management  Planning,  OASD(C), 
Pentagon,  Washington,  D.C.  20301. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
consolidated  agenda  is  composed  of  the 
regulatory  status  reports  from  the  Office 
of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the 


Departments  of  the  Army,  Navy  and  Air 
Force.  As  in  previous  agendas  the 
regulations  contained  herein  are  not 
major  regulations  that  impact 
significantly  upon  the  public,  the 
economy,  nor  state  or  private 
institutions  as  defined  under  the  E.O. 

The  regulations  selected  for  publication 
were  chosen  to  increase  public 
knowledge  of  DoD  actions  in  common 
areas  of  interest  and  allow  for  comment 
and  participation  in  the  Department’s 
rulemaking  process.  This  initial  agenda 
under  E.0. 12291,  while  continuing  the 
review  and  comment  process  originated 
under  the  previous  E.O.,  also  contains 
additional  items  desired  under  the  new 
E.O.  Its  format  has  also  been  modified 
to  allow  each  DoD  Component  to 
incorporate  the  desired  rulemaking 
information  into  their  administrative 
reporting  process.  Each  DoD 
Component's  report  should  generally 
include  the  following  information: 

•  Proposed  regulations  they  have 
issued  or  expect  to  issue. 

•  Current  effective  rules  under  review 
pursuant  to  E.0. 12291,  if  applicable. 

•  Summary  and  nature  of  each  rule 
being  considered. 

•  Objectives  and  legal  basis  for 
issuance  of  each  rule. 

•  Approximate  schedule  for 
completing  action. 

•  List  of  existing  regulations  to  be 
reviewed. 

•  Name  and  telephone  number  of 
knowledgeable  official  for  rules 
published. 

•  Statement  indicating  whether  the 
rule  is  major. 

Although  not  a  regulatory  agency,  the 
Department  will  continue  to  participate 
in  regulatory  initiatives  designed  to 
reduce  economic  costs  and  unnecessary 
burdens  upon  the  public.  Comments  and 
recommendations  are  invited  and 
should  be  addressed  to  the  DoD 
Component  representatives  published  in 
each  section. 

Individual  component  reporting 
variations  of  the  above  agenda 
requirements  may  be  found  within  each 
section  due  to  the  separate  mission, 
functions  and  responsibilities  of  the 
reporting  components. 

Included  in  this  agenda  is  the  initial 
regulatory  report  from  the  US  Army, 
Corps  of  Engineers,  whose  civil  works 
functions  fall  under  the  reporting 
requirements  of  the  new  E.O.  Their 
agenda  will  reflect  these  requirements 
and  be  followed  by  further  reporting 
actions  determined  necessary  under  the 
E.O. 

This  agenda  is  published  voluntarily 
by  the  Department  of  Defense, 
consistent  with  Executive  Order  No. 
12291,  Federal  Regulation,  February  17, 


1981,  for  the  guidance  and  the  interest  of 
the  public,  notwithstanding  the 
inapplicability  of  section  553  of  title  5, 
United  States  Code,  or  any  other  legal 
requirement  for  such  publication.  The 
provisions  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility 
Act,  Pub.  L.  No.  96-354,  94  Stat.  1164, 
therefore,  do  not  apply. 

D.  O.  Cooke, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense. 

May  27, 1981. 

Office  of  the  Secretary — Improving 
Government  Regulations:  Semiannual 
Agenda 

ACTION:  Semiannual  Agenda  of 
Regulatory  and  Procedural  Documents 
Under  Development  or  published  by  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
(OSD). 

SUMMARY:  The  charts  below  list  the  DoD 
policy  documents  that  were  published 
during  the  period  December  1, 1980 
through  May  29, 1981.  This  is  the  sixth 
semiannual  agenda  and  the  first 
submitted  under  E.0. 12291. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 

Where  a  contact  official  is  indicated, 
contact  that  individual.  For  other 
information  on  the  Agenda,  contact  Mrs. 
Margarete  S.  Healy,  telephone  202-697- 
4111,  or  write  to  Directives  Division, 

C&D,  WHS,  Room  2A286,  Pentagon, 
Washington,  D.C.  20301. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

impact  and  philosophy  of  E.0. 12291  as 
compared  with  E.0. 12044  have  changed 
the  direction  of  government  regulation 
agenda  requirements.  Whereas  E.O. 
12044  focused  on  improving  government 
regulations,  strengthening  agency  head 
oversight,  and  providing  opportunities 
for  public  participation  in  general  terms, 
E.0. 12291  is  specific  in  addressing  the 
more  far-reaching  effect  federal 
regulations  may  have  on  the  U.S. 
economy. 

In  our  previous  agenda  preambles,  we 
maintained  that  the  regulatory 
documents  issued  by  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  (OSD)  are  defense 
mission-directed,  that  the  OSD  is  not 
considered  a  regulatory  agency,  and  that 
OSD  is  largely  exempt  from  the 
provisions  of  E.O.  12044.  We  agreed 
voluntarily,  however,  to  participate  in 
the  effort  to  increase  public  knowledge 
on  DoD  implementation  of  laws  and 
statutes. 

In  this  agenda,  we  continue  to  list 
OSD  regulatory  documents,  proposed 
and  final,  that  were  issued  during  the 
period  December  1, 1980,  and  May  29, 
1981. 

None  of  the  regulatory  documents  is  a 
“major  rule",  nor  does  the  Regulatory 
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Flexibility  Act  of  1980  apply;  the 
documents  have  been  published  to 


comply  with  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
552  and  subsection  (b)  of  5  U.S.C.  553. 


No  major  rules  are  presently  under 
development. 


Office  of  the  Secretary  Defense  Regulations  Published  During  Period  Dec.  1, 1980,  Through  Apr.  30, 1981 


CFR  No. 


Title 


DOD  directive/ 
instruction 


Comments 


32  CFR  Part  41 .  Enlisted  Administrative  Separations .  1332.14 


32  CFR  Part  46 .  Federal  Voting  Assistance  Program .  1000.4 


32  CFR  Part  57 .  Hearings  Required  by  the  Education  for  All  6060.xx 

Handicapped  Children  Act  of  1975. 


32  CFR  Part  59 .  Voluntary  Military  Pay  Allotments .  7330.1 


32  CFR  Pari  62a .  Education  and  Training  in  Alcohol  and  Drug  1010.5 

Abuse  Prevention. 


32  CFR  Part  142 .  DoD  Policy  on  Organizations  That  Seek  to  1354.1 

Represent  or  Organize  Members  of  the 
Armed  Forces  in  Negotiation  or  Collec¬ 
tive  Bargaining. 

32  CFR  Part  159 .  DoD  Information  Security  Program .  5200.1,  5200.1 -R 


32  CFR  Pari  166 .  Defense  Contracting  Reporting  Procedure  7700.15 

on  Defense  Related  Employment. 


32  CFR  Part  199 .  Implementation  of  the  Civilian  Health  and  6010.8,  601 0.8-R 

Medical  Program  of  the  Uniformed  Serv¬ 
ices  (CHAMPUS). 


32  CFR  Part  201 . .  Sale  of  Surplus  Military  Equipment  to  State  4160.23 

and  Local 'Law  Enforcement  and  Fire¬ 
fighting  Agencies. 

32  CFR  Part  286 . . .  DoD  Freedom  of  Information  Act  Program .  5400.7,  5400.7-R 


Published  46  FR  9571,  January  29,  1981,  this  was  a  retssuance  of  this  Part  (41  FR  9088),  and 
incorporates  2  changes.  Another  revision  of  this  part  is  now  in  coordination  within  the 
Department  and  will  be  published  in  the  Federal  Register  as  a  proposed  rule  in  June  1981. 
Contact  official:  LTC  R.  F.  Baker,  OASD(MRA&L)  MPP,  Washington,  D.C.  20301,  202-697- 
9525. 

Published  45  FR  84766,  December  23,  1980.  This  rule  implements  E.O.  10646,  The  Federal 
Voting  Assistance  Act  of  1955  and  the  Overseas  Citizens  Voting  Rights  Act  of  1975.  Contact 
official:  Mr.  H.  Valentino,  FVAP,  WHS,  Washington,  D.C.  20301,  202-695-9300. 

This  Part  was  published  as  an  interim  rule  with  request  for  comments,  46  FR  25440,  May  7, 
1981,  pending  issuance  of  a  proposed  rule  to  implement  the  Education  for  All  Handicapped 
Children  Act  of  1975,  and  the  Defense  Dependents'  Education  Act  of  1978.  Contact  official: 
Mr.  Paul  S.  Koffsky,  OGC,  DoD,  Washington,  D.C.  20301,  202-695-3657. 

Published  46  FR  10908,  February  5,  1981,  this  reissuance  updates  policies  that  implement  37 
U.S.C.  Chapter  13  and  governs  voluntary  allotments  of  pay  and  allowances  for  active  duty 
and  retired  members.  Contact  official:  Mr.  J.  Jasinski,  OASD(C),  Washington,  D.C.  20301, 
202-697-0536. 

Published  45  FR  84995,  December  24,  1980,  this  rule  establishes  the  DoD  education  and 
training  policy  in  execution  of  32  CFR  Part  62,  "Alcohol  and  Drug  Abuse  by  DoD  Personnel," 
which,  in  turn,  implements  standards  in  Pub.  L.  92-255,  as  amended:  91—616,  as  amended: 
92-129,  as  amended:  and  the  FPM  Sup.  792-2,  February  1980.  Contact  official:  Dr.  John  F. 
Mazzuchi,  OASD(HA),  Washington,  D.C.,  202-695-6800. 

Published  45  FR  84055,  December  22,  1980,  this  reissuance  incorporates  the  provisions  of  10 

U. S.C.  976,  Pub.  L.  95-610.  A  proposed  rule  (45  FR  43438)  was  published  June  27.  1980, 
and  comments  solicited.  Contact  official:  Colonel  J.  L.  Fugh,  OASD(MRA&L)  MPP,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20301,  202-697-9283. 

Published  45  FR  79759,  December  2,  1980,  this  regulation  supplements  Part  159  (5200.1)(44 
FR  12670)  published  March  8,  1979,  and  implements  section  5-402  of  E.O.  12065.  Contact 
official:  Mr.  Arthur  F.  Van  Cook,  ODUSDP,  Washington,  D.C.,  202-695-2289. 

An  amendment  to  this  rule  published  45  FR  83486,  December  19,  1980,  is  the  FY  80  update  of 
the  section  listing  DoD  contractors  receiving  negotiated  contract  awards  of  $10  million  or 
more,  in  compliance  with  provisions  of  Section  410,  Pub.  L.  91-121.  Contact  official:  Ms.  C. 

V.  Springer,  ODIO&R,  WHS.  Washington,  D.C.,  202-694-5614. 

A  statement  of  policy  published  46  FR  19818,  April  1,  1981,  gives  public  notice  of  a  benefit 
policy  decision  on  radial  keratotomy,  a  surgical  procedure  to  correct  nearsightedness 
(myopia),  as  an  experimental  procedure. 

A  technical  change  and  statement  of  policy  published  46  FR  21992,  April  15,  1981,  deletes  the 
definition  of  conjoint  therapy  from  the  regulation,  and  announces  a  policy  for  payment  of 
claims  for  collateral  visits  and  conjoint  therapy.  Contact  official:  Ms.  Lorraine  F.  Carpenter, 
OASD  (HA),  Washington,  D.C.  20301,  202-697-5185. 

Published  46  FR  12494,  February  17,  1981,  this  reissuance  updates  DoD  policy  and 
procedures  governing  the  sale  of  certain  DoD-owned  surplus  personal  property  to  state  and 
local  law  enforcement  and  firefighting  agencies  pursuant  to  title  10,  U.S.C.,  Section  2576 
(Pub  L.  90-500).  Contact  official:  Mr.  J.  Marcus,  OASD(MRA&L),  Washington,  D.C.  20301, 
202-697-9196. 

Published  45  FR  80502,  this  regulation  supplements  and  revises  Part  286  (5400.7)  (45  FR 
28323)  published  April  29,  1980,  and  prescribes  uniform  procedures  in  implementing  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Act  (5  U.S.C.  552).  Contact  official:  Colonel  R.  Fanis,  OASD(PA), 
Washington,  D.C.  20301,  202-697-1180. 


Department  of  the  Army — Regulatory 
Agenda 

AGENCY:  Department  of  the  Army. 

ACTION:  Publication  of  the  Department 
of  the  Army’s  regulatory  agenda  of 
regulations  as  required  by  Pub.  L.  96- 
354. 


SUMMARY:  The  Department  of  the  Army 
continues  to  receive  and  evaluate  the 
need  for  existing  regulations  and  to 
improve  the  quality  of  those  deemed 
necessary.  The  Regulatory  Agenda  is  a 
summary  of  regulations  proposed  or 
published  by  the  Department  during  the 
last  six  months.  The  Regulatory  Review 
List  is  a  semiannual  summary  of  existing 
or  proposed  regulations  under  internal 


review  and  coordination  for  revocation 
or  revision.  This  review,  however,  is  a 
continuing  process  under  Army’s 
directives  management  program; 
independent  of  Pub.  L.  96-354;  and  only 
reflects  those  rules  affecting  the  public. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Agenda  and  Review  List  include 
regulations,  which  support  the  National 
Defense  effort  as  well  as  the  civil  works 
activities  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers, 
published  in  Titles  32  and  33  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations.  The  Agenda  and 
Review  List  reflect  the  Department’s 
efforts  to  conform  with  the  spirit  and 
intent  of  new  legislation  and  an 
Executive  Order  recently  promulgated. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 
The  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (RFA) 


requires  the  designation  of  those 
regulations  for  which  a  regulatory 
flexibility  analysis  is  prepared  which 
would  have  an  effect  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  With  the 
exception  of  the  civil  works  activities  of 
the  Corps  of  Engineers,  Department  of 
the  Army  regulations  are  essentially 
procedural  and  administrative  and  do 
not  impose  substantial  requirements  or 
costs  on  small  entities  or  substantially 
alter  their  legal  rights. 

Review  List 

The  Review  List  provided  by  the 
Army  contains  no  regulation  which 
would  have  a  significant  economic 
impact  on  small  entities. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY— SEMIANNUAL  AGENDA 
(Period  December  1,  1980- April  30,  1981) 

Part  I — Status  of  Regulations  Reviewed  (Agenda  November  30, 1980) 


32  CFR  Parts  552.30  Acquisition  of  Real  Property  and  Inter-  . .  Proposed  Rule,  43  FR  59328.  Dec.  19,  1978.  No  date  tor  Mr.  Deimens.  COE,  Tel.  (202) 

thru  552.38.  ests  Therein  (AR  405-10).  43  USC  publication  of  cinal  Rule  has  been  established.  272-0492. 

31 5q  and  r  10  USC  2331,  2237,  3038. 

32  CFR  Part  553 .  Visitors  Rules  for  Arlington  National  Two  comments  were  received  Final  Rule  published.  Item  will  be  deleted  from  next  Major  J.  P.  King,  Tel.  (202) 

Cemetery,  24  USC  Ch  7.  and  considered.  Agenda.  695-0482. 


Part  II — Army  Regulations  Under  Development 


Additional  information 


Obtaining  Information  from  Financial  Institu-  32  CFR  504.. 
tions  (AR  190-xx). 


Private  Organizations  on  Department  of  32  CFR  556.. 
Army  Installations. 


Summary.  To  establish  policy  and  procedures  governing  access  to  and  disclosure  of  financial  records  maintained  by 
financial  institutions  during  the  conduct  of  Army  investigations  or  inquiries.  It  specifies  that  it  is  Department  of  the 
Army  policy  to  seek  consent  of  the  customer  in  order  to  obtain  a  customer’s  financial  records  from  a  financial 
institution  unless  doing  so  would  compromise  or  harmfully  delay  a  legitimate  law  enforcement  inquiry.  If  obtaining 
consent  is  not  possible  or  if  the  customer  declines  to  grant  access,  the  proposed  regulation  details  alternate 
means  by  which  Army  investigative  elements  may  seek  such  access  under  the  law. 

Objective.  To  comply  with  the  Right  to  Financial  Privacy  Act  of  1978. 

Legal  Basis.  12  U.S.C.  3401. 

Knowledgeable  Official.  Major  Hackett.  DCSPER,  Tel.  (703)  756-1897. 

Status  Proposed  Rule  published  February  10,  1981  (46  FR  11672)  with  a  Final  Rule  to  be  published  by  mid-1981. 

Summary.  Proposal  to  implement  DoO  Instruction  1000.15,  "Private  Organizations  on  Military  Installations."  This 
regulation  would  be  applicable  to  all  private  organizations  on  Army  installations  except  those  under  special 
Department  of  Defense  sanction  as  set  forth  in  separate  agreements  or  regulations. 

Objective.  To  clarify  the  issues  that  private  organizations  are  private  and  self-sustaining;  are  not  officially  affiliated 
with  the  United  States  Government  or  its  instrumentalities;  and  are  subject  to  state  and  local  ordinances. 

Legal  Basis.  10  U.S.C.  3102. 

Knowledgeable  Official.  Ms  Terri  Slocomb,  TAGO,  Tel.  (202)  325-9370. 

Status.  Proposed  Rule  published  January  15,  1981  (46  FR  3561)  with  a  Final  Rule  to  be  published  by  mid-1981. 


Part  III — Army  Regulations  Under  Review 

Summary:  The  following  10  Army  Directives  will  be  reviewed  for  elimination,  consolidation,  simplification,  or  addition  to 
32  CFR  with  the  spirit  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  and  EO  12291. 

Objective:  To  provide  the  Department  of  die  Army  staff  and  field  operating  agencies  policies  and  procedures  for 
implementing  the  captioned  planning  activity.  These  are  non-significant  regulations  which  impose  no  regulatory  burden  and 
are  internal  procedural  documents.  To  keep  requirements  operationally  current,  only  the  CFR  part.  Army  regulation  number, 
summary  (caption),  and  the  identity  of  a  contact  officer  are  listed. 


Summary  (caption) 


Knowledgeable  official 


32  CFR  (new  part,  number  unassigned).. 

32  CFR  (new  part,  number  unassigned) .. 

32  CFR  518.51 _ 

32  CFR  518.1 . 

32  CFR  552.30  thru  552.74 . 

32  CFR  (new  part,  number  unassigned).. 

32  CFR  645 . 

32  CFR  643 . 

32  CFR  652 . . 

32  CFR  644 . 


AR  1-xx _ _ _  Administering  Appointed  and  Contracted  Consultants  and  Experts  for  Sup¬ 

porting  Army  Studies. 

AR  190-24 .  Armed  Forces  Disciplinary  Control  Boards  and  Off-Installation  Military  En¬ 

forcement  Service. 

AR  310-4„ . . . .  Publication  of  Rules  Affecting  the  Public _ 

AR  340-17 _  Release  of  Information  and  Records  from  Army  Flea. . . . 

AR  405-10. .  Acquisition  of  Real  Property  and  Interests  Therein _ _ 

AR  405-20 .  Fedeal  Legislative  Jurisdiction _ _ _ 

AR  405-25 .  Real  Estate  Annexation _ _ _ 

AR  405-80 .  Granting  Use  of  Real  Eatrte . . . . . . . . . 

AR  420-74 .  Natural  Resources:  Land,  Forest  and  Wildlrle  Management . 

EP  405-1-2  Chapters  8  and  Real  Estate  Handbook . 

10. 


Dr.  Metzger.  Tel.  (202)  697-0026. 

MAJ  Case.  Tel.  (703)  756-1896. 

Mr.  Roach.  Tel.  (202)  325-6163. 
Mr.  Walker.  Tel.  (202)  325-6163. 
Mr.  Deimens.  Tel.  (202)  272-0492. 
Mr.  Piscacek,  Tel.  (202)  272-0523. 
Mr.  Piscacek.  Tel.  (202)  272-0523. 
Mr.  Piscacek,  Tel.  (202)  272-0523. 
Mr.  Bandel,  Tel.  (202)  272-0592. 
Mr.  Piscacek.  Tel.  (202)  272-0523. 


Department  of  the  Army — Corps  of 
Engineers — Regulatory  Agenda 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers. 
SUMMARY:  In  response  to  Public  Law  96- 
354,  the  “Regulation  Flexibility  Act," 
and  Executive  Order  12291,  “Federal 
Regulation,"  the  Army  is  publishing  for 
public  information  a  list  of  regulations 
pertaining  to  civil  functions  of  the 
Department.  These  Civil  Works 
regulations  are  either  under 
development  or  under  review. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
The  person  designated  as 
knowledgeable  official  at  the  telephone 


number  listed,  or  write  the  official  c/o 
Civil  Works  Directorate,  Office  of  the 
Chief  of  Engineers,  Washington,  D.C. 
20314.  Inquiries  can  also  be  directed  to 
Major  (P)  James  Paul  King,  Office  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Army  (Civil 
Works),  telephone  (202)  695-0482. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (RFA)  and 
E.0. 12291  require  semiannual 
publication,  in  April  and  October,  of  an 
agenda  of  regulations  that  are  “likely  to 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities" 
and  “major"  regulations,  respectively. 


The  RFA  and  E.0. 12291  also  require 
agencies  to  include  in  their  agenda 
currently  effective  rules  that  are  (or,  in 
the  case  of  the  RFA  after  July  1, 1981, 
will  be)  under  agency  review.  The 
following  is  the  first  semiannual  agenda, 
for  its  Civil  Works  program,  to  be 
published  by  Army  under  the  RFA  and 
E.0. 12291.  None  of  the  regulations 
listed  meet  the  standards  required  of  a 
“major”  regulation  specified  in  E.O. 
12291  or  the  economic  impact  specified 
in  RFA. 
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Part  I — Civil  Works  Regulations  Under  Development 


Description  Citation  Additional  information 


Proposal  to  Amend  Permit  Regulations  of  33  CFR  320-330 .  Summary.  Proposal  is  to  amend  permit  regulations  published  July  19,  1977,  for  controlling  certain  activities  in  waters 

the  U.S.  Corps  of  Engineers.  of  the  United  States,  as  required  by  law.  Regulations  were  revised  to  reduce  unnecessary  regulatory  burdens  on 

the  public  by  significantly  expanding  the  nationwide  permit  program  and  to  simplify  procedures. 

Objective.  Update  to  conform  to  laws,  Executive  Orders  and  judicial  decisions  which  have  occurred  since  current 
regulations  were  published  (42  FR  37122-37164)  and  add  section  on  nation-wide  permits  (33  CFR  330). 

Legal  Basis.  33  USC  401  et  seq.,  33  USC  1344,  33  USC  1413. 

Knowledgeable  Official.  Mr.  Goode,  (202)  272-0200. 

Status.  Proposed  rules  published  September  19,  1980  (45  FR  62732-62777).  Public  comments  received  through 
December  1,  1980,  and  are  under  review.  Final  regulations  scheduled  to  be  published  in  late  1961  or  early  1982. 

Modification  of  Completed  Projects .  (Proposed) .  Summary.  Will  coalesce  policy  on  use  of  existing  authorities  for  study  and  accomplishment  of  modifications  to 

completed  projects. 

Objective.  Simplify  existing  guidance. 

Legal  Basis.  Sec.  216,  P.L  91-611. 

Knowledgeable  Official.  Mr.  Teeters,  (202)  272-0116. 

Status.  Proposed  rule  scheduled  for  publication  September  1981. 


Implementation  of  E.O.  11990:  Protection  of 
Wetlands. 

Use  of  Nonstructural  Measures  in  Planning 
for  Flood  Damage  Reduction. 

33  CFR  235 . 

.  Summary.  Provides  instructions  for  implementing  wetland  protection  (Engineer  Regulation  1165-2-401). 

Objective.  Clarifies  Presidential  guidance. 

Legal  Basis.  E.O.  11990. 

Knowledgeable  Official.  Mr.  Teeters.  (202)  272-0116. 

Status.  Proposed  rule  published  June  10,  1980.  Comment  period  closed  July  24,  1980.  Final  Rule  scheduled  for 
publication  May  1981. 

33  CFR  232 . 

1165-2-122). 

Objective.  Promote  consistent  formulation. 

Legal  Basis.  33  USC  701b-11. 

Knowledgeable  Official.  Mr.  Teeters,  (202)  272-0116. 

Status.  Proposed  rule  scheduled  for  publication  August  1981. 

with  Dredging. 

Objective.  Achieve  uniform  implementation. 

Legal  Basis.  Sec.  150,  P.L  94-587. 

Knowledgeable  Official.  Mr.  Teeters,  (202)  272-0116. 

Status  Proposed  rule  published  October  24,  1979.  Comments  received  to  December  31,  1979.  Final  rule  scheduled 
for  publication  June  1981. 

Appendix  C.  Procedures  for  the  Protection 
of  Historic  and  Cultural  Properties. 

33  CFR  325 . 

Congress  (Engineer  Regulation  1165-2-29). 

Objective.  Achieve  consistency  from  reporting  officers. 

Legal  Basis.  33  USC  547. 

Knowledgeable  Official.  Mr.  Teeters,  (202)  272-0116. 

Status  Proposed  rule  scheduled  for  publication  July  1981. 

Preservation  was  published  for  comment  on  April  3,  1980  (45  CFR  22112).  Twenty-four  letters  of  comment  were 

received.  The  Corps  and  the  Advisory  Council  will  jointly  draft  the  final  regulation. 
Objective.  To  insure  consistency  in  Corps'  planning. 

Legal  Basis.  16  USC  469. 

Knowledgeable  Official.  Mr.  Goode,  (202)  272-0200. 

Status  Currently  on  hold.  Final  rule  to  be  published  late  1981. 


PART  II — Civil  Works  Regulations  Under  Review 

The  following  22  Corps  of  Engineers’  Engineer  Regulations  (ERs)  appearing  in  33  CFR  will  be  reviewed  for  elimination, 
consolidation,  or  simplification  within  the  spirit  of  E.O.  12291.  For  all  of  them,  the  following  items  of  additional  information 
apply: 

Objective:  Provide  to  Corps  of  Engineers'  field  operating  agencies  policies  and  procedures  for  implementing  the  captioned 
planning  activity.  The  ERs  are  not  regulations  which  themselves  impose  regulatory  burdens.  They  are  internal  procedure 
documents. 

Legal  Basis:  10  USC  3036. 

Knowledgeable  Official:  Dr.  Wolff  (202)  272-0146. 


Description 

Regulation 

— 

Summary  (caption) 

33  CFR  305 . 

.  ER  1105-2-11 . 

33  CFR  252. . . . . 

_ ER  1105-2-14 _ _ 

.  Framework  and  River  Basin  Study  Programs  (Level  A  and  Level  B  Studies). 

33  CFR  264. . . . 

. .  ER  1105-2-22 . . 

.  Urban  Studies  Program 

33  CFR  263 . 

. .  ER  1105-2-50 . 

.  Continuing  Authorities  Program. 

33  CFR  266 . . . 

_  ER  1105-2-81 . 

.  Planning  Assistance  to  States 

33  CFR  286 . . . 

_  ER  1105-2-82 . . 

.  Project  Deauthonzation  Review  Program. 

33  CFR  275 . 

.  ER  1105-2-180 . . . 

.  Wastewater  Collection  and  Treatment  Policy 

33  CFR  290 . . . 

-  ER  1105-2-200 . . 

.  Planning  Process:  Multiobjective  Planning  Framework 

33  CFR  291 _ 

.  ER  1105-2-210 . . . 

.  Planning  Process:  Plan  Development  Stages 

33  CFR  292 . 

.  ER  1105-2-220 . 

.  Planning  Process:  Problem  Identification  (TASK  1). 

33  CFR  293..- . . . . 

_ _  ER  1105-2-230 . 

.  Planning  Process:  Evaluation  of  Alternatives  (T ASK  2). 

33  CFR  294. . . . 

. .  ER  1105-2-240 . . 

.  Planning  Process:  Impact  Assessment  (TASK  3). 

33  CFR  295 . 

.  ER  1105-2-250 . 

.  Planning  Process:  Evaluation  (TASK  4). 

33  CFR  341 _ 

_  ER  1105-2-351 . 

.  Evaluation  of  Beneficial  Contributions  to  National  Economic  Development  for  Flood 

Rain  Management  Plans. 

33  CFR  209. . . 

ER  1105-2-502 . 

.  Public  Meetings. 

33  CFR  360 . . . . 

ER  1105-2-800 . 

.  Public  Involvement:  General  Policies 

33  CFR  364 . . . 

ER  1105-2-811 . 

.  A-95  Clearinghouse  Coordination. 

33  CFR  393 . 

ER  1105-2-921  . 

.  Feasibility  Reports:  System  of  Accounts 

33  CFR  257 _ 

. ER  1105-2-32 . 

.  Approval  of  Phase  1  General  Design  Memorandum. 

33  CFR  271 . . 

ER  1105-2-111 . 

.  Flood  Damage  Prevention:  Level  of  Protection  for  Urban  Areas. 

33  CFR  278. . . 

ER  1105-2-166 . 

.  Separable  Recreation  Lands:  Completed  Lake  Projects 

33  CFR  279 . 

.  ER  1105-2-165 
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Department  of  the  Navy — Improving 
Government  Regulations;  Semiannual 
Agenda 

ACTION:  Semiannual  agenda  of 
regulatory  information  under  review  or 
development  by  the  Navy  Department 
as  required  by  the  DoD  plan  for 
Improving  Government  Regulations. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of  the  Navy 
published  its  first  regulatory  agenda  in 
November  1978,  and  subsequent 
agendas  thereafter,  in  compliance  with 


Executive  Order  12044  and  the  DoD  plan 
for  Improving  Government  Regulations. 
This  agenda  provides  status  of 
regulations  that  were  previously 
reported  under  that  Executive  Order. 

The  Department  of  the  Navy  has  no 
major  regulations  under  development 
which  meet  the  criteria  of  the  new 
Executive  Order  12291.  Since  Navy 
regulations  are  primarily  directed 
toward  supporting  the  Navy  mission  and 
its  people,  they  do  not  normally  impact 
upon  the  public  directly. 


The  Navy  will  continue  to  voluntarily 
apply  regulatory  reform  actions, 
including  the  agenda,  to  the  regulatory 
process  in  compliance  with  Executive 
Order  12291. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Where  a  contact  official  is  indicated, 
contact  the  specified  individual.  For 
general  information  contact  Ms.  Alcinda 
P.  Wenberg,  telephone  202-695-1921,  or 
write  to  Chief  of  Naval  Operations,  OP- 
09B15,  Department  of  the  Navy, 
Washington,  D.C.  20350. 


Part  I.  Status  of  Regulations  Previously  Reviewed  (Agenda  Nov.  30, 1978) 
Department  of  the  Navy —Regulatory  Agenda 


[Nov.  30.  1980  through  May  30.  1981] 


CFR  No.  Title  Status  Contact  officer 


32  Part  725 .  Disposition  of  cases  Involving  Physical  Under  revision  due  to  change  in  basic  requirements.  Will  be  forwarded  to  the  LCDR  M.  W.  Kirkpatrick.  NCPB.  Tel:  696- 

Disability  Office  of  Federal  Register  by  1  September  1981*.  4366. 

32  Part  730 . .  Administrative  Discharges  and  Related  Awaiting  issuance  of  DOO  Directive,  same  subject.  To  be  forwarded  to  the  Mr.  Minick,  NMPC,  Tel:  694-3613. 

Matters  Concerning  Separations  from  Office  of  Federal  Register  by  1  March  1981*. 
the  Naval  Service. 


Status  of  regulations  previously  under  development  (agenda  Nov.  30, 1979) 


CFR  No.  Title  Status  Contact  officer 


32  Part  701.1 .  Availability  to  the  Public  of  Department  of  Being  revised  to  implement  a  DOD  Regulation.  Will  be  forwarded  to  the  Office  Mr.  Donald  Carr.  OPNAV,  Tel:  697-2004. 

the  Navy  Records.  of  Federal  Register  by  1  December  1981*. 

32  Part  701.100 .  Personal  Privacy  and  Rights  of  Individuals  To  be  forwarded  to  the  Office  of  Federal  Register  by  1  August  1981* _ Ms  Gwen  Rhoads,  OPNAV.  Tel:  694- 

Regardmg  Their  Personal  Records.  2004. 


'Approximate  completion  date. 


Part  II.  Regulations  Under  Development 

The  Department  of  the  Navy  has  no  major  regulations  under  development  that  meet  the  criteria  of  the  new  Executive 
Order  12291. 

Part  III 

The  Department  of  the  Navy  has  determined  that  the  relevant  provisions  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  of  1980  do  not 
apply  to  these  Rules  and  that  the  provisions  under  subsection  (b)  of  section  553  of  title  5  of  the  United  States  Code  does 
apply. 

Department  of  the  Air  Force — Semiannual  Agenda 

December  1,  1980-May  30,  1981 

ACTION:  Publication  of  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force  sixth  semiannual  agenda  of  regulations  under  review. 

SUMMARY:  The  agenda  is  submitted  to  voluntarily  comply  with  Executive  Order  12291,  Federal  Regulations,  and  contains  the 
information  formerly  required  by  Executive  Order  12044,  Improving  Government  Regulations,  and  the  DOD  Implementation 
Plan.  The  agenda  lists  those  regulations  under  review  within  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force  and  the  status  of  those 
regulations  previously  reported.  These  regulations  are  not  “Major  Rules”  as  expressed  in  Executive  Order  12291  but  are  “in- 
house"  in  nature,  and  are  listed  to  voluntarily  comply  with  the  Executive  Order.  There  are  no  existing  regulations  to  be 
reviewed  as  of  this  date;  any  forthcoming  regulations  will  be  listed  in  future  agendas.  The  Department  of  the  Air  Force  has 
determined  that  the  relevant  provisions  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  of  1980  do  not  apply  to  these  rules  and  that  the 
provisions  under  subsection  (b)  of  section  553  of  Title  5  of  the  United  States  Code  do  apply. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Where  a  contact  person  is  indicated,  contact  that  individual.  For  other  information  concerning  the  agenda,  contact  Mrs.  Carol 
M.  Rose,  telephone  (202)  697-1861  or  write,  Department  of  the  Air  Force,  AS/DASJR,  Pentagon,  Washington,  DC  20330. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  52 

[A-3-FRL  1829-3] 

State  of  Maryland;  Proposed  Revision 
of  the  Maryland  State  Implementation 
Plan 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 


SUMMARY:  The  State  of  Maryland  has 
submitted  a  proposed  revision  of  its 
State  Implementation  Plan  (SIP)  for 
sulfur  content  limitations  for  fuels  and 
sulfur  content  limitations  for  coke  ovens. 
This  revision  is  a  result  of  action  by  the 
Maryland  Legislature  removing  the 
authority  of  the  Secretary  of  Health  and 
Mental  Hygiene  to  establish  more 
restrictive  standards  for  pollutants  for 
which  National  Ambient  Air  Quality 
Standards  already  exist.  In  addition, 
existing  regulations  were  required  to  be 
amended  to  be  no  more  restrictive  than 
necessary  to  attain  and  maintain 
ambient  air  quality  standards,  provided 
that  there  is  no  conflict  with  Federal 
Requirements.  A  previous  Federal 
Register  notice  proposed  changes  to  the 
ambient  air  quality  standards,  total 
suspended  particulate  regulations,  and 
other  changes.  This  notice  deals  with 
the  changes  to  the  sulfur  content  in  fuel 
regulations  only.  The  following 
regulations  have  been  amended  by  the 
State  and  proposed  to  EPA  for  inclusion 
in  the  State  Implementation  Plan: 
Control  and  Prohibition  of  Gas  and 

Vapor  Emissions 
(COMAR  10.18.02,  .03,  .06,  .07) 

(COMAR  10.18.04,  .05) 

This  revision  was  accompanied  by  a 
demonstration  from  the  State  intended 
to  show  that  National  Ambient  Air 
Quality  Standards  for  sulfur  oxides  will 
not  be  violated  as  a  result  of  these 
amendments  and  describing  the 
techniques  used  in  making  this 
demonstration. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  submitted  on 
or  before  June  29, 1981. 

addresses:  Copies  of  the  proposed  SIP 
revision  and  the  accompanying  support 
documents  are  available  for  inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
following  offices: 


U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Air  Programs  Branch,  Curtis  Building, 
6th  &  Walnut  Streets,  Philadelphia,  PA 
19106,  Attn:  Patricia  Sheridan. 

Air  Quality  Programs,  State  of 
Maryland,  201  W.  Preston  Street, 
Baltimore,  MD  21201,  Attn:  Mr.  George 
Ferreri,  Administrator. 

Public  Information  Reference  Unit, 

Room  2922 — EPA  Library,  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401 
M  Street  SW.  (Waterside  Mall) 
Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

All  comments  on  the  proposed 
revision  submitted  on  or  before  30  days 
from  the  publication  of  this  notice  will 
be  considered  and  should  be  directed  to: 
Mr.  James  E.  Sydnor,  Chief,  DC,  MD,  VA 
Section,  Air  Programs  Branch  (3AH11), 
Air,  Toxics  and  Hazardous  Materials 
Division,  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  6th  &  Walnut  Streets, 
Philadelphia,  PA  19106,  Attn: 

AH023bMD. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Gregory  Ham  (3AH12),  U.S. 

Enviromental  Protection  Agency,  Region 
III,  6th  &  Walnut  Streets,  Philadelphia, 

PA  19106,  tel.  no.  (215)  597-2745. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
October  24, 1979,  Governor  Harry 
Hughes  submitted  to  EPA,  Region  III  the 
proposed  amendments  to  the  Maryland 
Air  Quality  Control  Regulations. 

Hearings  were  held  on  June  4,  5,  and  8, 
1979,  and  the  regulations  were  adopted 
on  October  9, 1979. 

Description  of  the  Regulation  Changes 

The  Department  of  Health  and  Mental 
Hygiene  (DHMH)  has  proposed 
amendments  to  Regulation  .04,  Control 
and  Prohibition  of  Gas  and  Vapor 
Emissions  in  Areas  I  through  VI.  These 
changes  are  discussed  in  the  following 
paragraphs. 

For  Areas  I,  II,  V,  and  VI,  Section  B, 
Sulfur  Content  Limitations  for  Fuel, 
Subsection  (2)  has  been  changed  to 
allow  use  of  residual  fuel  oil  with  a 
sulfur  content  by  weight  not  to  exceed 
2.0  percent.  The  previous  federally 
approved  regulation  limited  sulfur 
content  to  1.0  percent. 

Section  D,  Exceptions,  Subsection  (5), 
has  been  added,  which  sets  emission 
standards  of  1.8  lbs/mmBtu  actual  heat 
input  per  hour  for  solid  fuel-burning 
sources,  or  limits  sulfur  content  in 
residual  oil  to  1.0  percent  by  weight,  for 
those  sources  in  Area  I  which  the 
Department  determines  would  otherwise 
cause  or  exacerbate  a  violation  of  the 


National  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards 
or  Prevention  of  Significant 
Deterioration  of  Air  Quality  increments 
under  the  revised  regulations.  This  is  the 
level  at  which  these  sources  are 
currently  operating.  The  Department  has 
indentified  five  sources  to  which  this 
exception  will  apply.  These  sources  are: 

Celanese  Corporation 
Kelly-Springfield  Tire  Company 
Potomac  Edison  Company 
Fairchild  Republic 
Mack  Trucks,  Inc. 

Any  changes  occurring  in  this  list 
must  be  submitted  to  EPA  as  a  revision 
to  the  Maryland  SIP. 

For  Areas  III  and  IV,  the  requirement 
in  Regulation  .04,  Section  B,  Sulfur 
Content  Limitations  of  Fuel,  Subsection 
(4),  that  sulfur  content  in  residual  fuel  be 
limited  to  0.5  percent  by  weight  on  and 
after  July  1, 1980,  has  been  deleted.  This 
allows  a  continuation  of  the  existing 
limitations  of  1  percent  sulfur  by  weight 
in  residual  oil. 

Subsection  (5),  Sulfur  Content 
Limitations  for  Coke  Ovens,  has  been 
renumbered  Subsection  (4)  and  has  been 
changed  to  delete  the  requirement  for  a 
plant-wide  average  in  any  2-hour  period 
of  the  sulfur  content  by  weight  of  coke 
oven  gas  used  as  fuel  from  coke  ovens 
constructed  before  the  effective  date  of 
this  regulation  not  to  exceed  that 
permitted  in  residual  fuel  oils.  This 
requirement  was  to  have  begun  after 
June  30, 1983.  Therefore,  existing 
regulations  remain  in  effect  after  this 
date. 

The  demonstration  of  air  quality 
impacts  resulting  from  this  regulation 
consisted  of  developing  concentration 
estimates  using  emission  rates  based  on 
the  proposed  emission  limitations. 
Because  of  the  large  area  affected  by 
this  revision,  several  methods  were  used 
in  this  demonstration.  The  impact 
analyses  for  isolated  sources  were 
performed  according  to  the  Guidelines 
for  Air  Quality  Maintenance  and 
Planning,  Vol.  10,  Sec.  4.3.  For  most  of 
the  premises  where  more  than  one 
source  was  emitting,  a  modified 
CRSTER  model  was  used.  In  addition, 
four  sources  had  previously  been 
modeled  using  the  Valley  model,  and 
these  results  were  adopted  for  this 
demonstration.  Multi-source  models 
capable  of  evaluating  multisource 
interaction  in  urban  areas  were  used  in 
areas  of  high  source  density,  and  nearby 
major  sources  were  included.  One  of 
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these  models  was  the  State’s  Multiple 
Source  Dispersion  Model,  used  for 
Frederick  and  Hagerstown.  A  version  of 
EPA’s  model,  C9M3D,  was  used  for  the 
Cumberland  analysis.  Major  sources 
identified  in  the  screening  procedure 
used  in  this  analysis  as  potentially 
causing  or  contributing  to  a  violation  of 
National  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards 
or  PSD  increments  under  the  revised 
regulations  will  be  required  to  remain  at 
emission  levels  required  under  existing 
regulations.  Five  sources  are  to  be 
included  in  this  exception  for  sulfur 
oxides.  One  major  power  plant  is 
included  in  this  exception.  This  is  the 
only  source  to  which  the  CEI  evaluation 
criteria  might  apply.  As  this  source  is 
not  included  in  this  revision,  EPA  has 
determined  that  the  CEI  evaluation 
criteria  does  not  apply  to  this  revision. 
Concentrations  resulting  from  other 
major  sources  and  smaller  interacting 
sources  were  estimated  at  levels  less 
than  those  causing  or  exacerbating  air 
quality  standards  or  increments. 

The  modeling  approach  used  in  this 
demonstration  has  been  reviewed  by  the 
Regional  Office  and  was  found  to  be 
consistent  with  modeling  guidelines. 
Modeling  in  accordance  with  EPA's 
Modeling  Guideline  shows  that  these 
emission  limits  would  not  cause  or 
contribute  to  a  violation  of  the  NAAQS 
for  sulfur  dioxide  and  would  not  cause 
significant  degradation  of  air  quality,  in 
any  other  State.  This  emission  limit, 
therefore,  meets  the  requirements  of 
Section  110(a)(2)(E)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act, 
42  U.S.C.  7410(a)(2)(E). 

The  State  of  Maryland  submitted 
proof  that  public  hearings  were  held  in 
Hagerstown,  Baltimore,  and  Salisbury, 
Maryland,  on  June  4,  5,  and  8, 1979, 
respectively,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  40  CFR  51.4. 

Based  on  the  foregoing,  it  is  the 
tentative  decision  of  the  Administrator 
to  approve  the  proposed  revision  of  the 
Maryland  SIP. 

The  public  is  invited  to  submit  to  the 
address  above  comments  on  whether 
the  amendments  of  the  State’s 
regulations  should  be  approved  as  a 
revision  of  the  Maryland  State 
Implementation  Plan. 

The  Administrator's  decision  to 
approve  or  disapprove  the  proposed 
revision  will  be  based  on  the  comments 
received  and  on  a  determination  of 
whether  the  amendment  meets  the 
requirements  of  Section  110(a)(2)  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act  and  40  CFR  Part  51, 
Requirements  for  Preparation,  Adoption, 
and  Submittal  of  State  Implementation 
Plans. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b)  the  Administrator  has  certified 
that  SIP  approvals  under  Sections  110 


and  172  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities  (46 
FR  8709  (January  27, 1981)).  The 
attached  rule,  if  promulgated,  would 
constitute  a  SIP  approval  under  Sections 
110  and  172  within  the  terms  of  the 
January  27  certification.  Moreover,  due 
to  the  nature  of  the  federal-state 
relationship,  federal  inquiry  into  the 
economic  reasonableness  of  the  state 
actions  would  serve  no  practical 
purpose  and  could  well  be  improper. 

Under  Executive  Order  12291,  EPA 
also  must  judge  whether  a  regulation  is 
“major”  and  therefore  subject  to  the 
requirement  of  a  regulatory  impact 
analysis.  This  rule  is  not  “major” 
because  it  will  not  have  an  annual  effect 
of  $100  million  or  more  or  any  other 
adverse  impact  on  the  economy.  To  the 
contrary,  as  noted  above,  this  action 
will  relieve  financial  burdens.  Moreover, 
under  the  Clean  Air  Act,  federal  inquiry 
into  the  economic  reasonableness  of 
State  SIP  changes  would  serve  no 
practical  purpose  and  could  well  be 
improper. 

This  regulation  was  submitted  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  for 
review  as  required  by  Executive  Order 
12291. 

(42  U.S.C.  7401-642) 

Dated:  March  11, 1981. 

Jack  Schramm, 

Regional  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  81-16144  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6560-38-M 


40  CFR  Part  81 
[  A-6-FRL- 1 826-7 ] 

Designation  of  Areas  for  Air  Quality 
Planning  Purposes;  State  of  Texas 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  to 
reaffirm  the  attainment  designation  for 
ozone  (03)  for  McLennan  County.  This 
proposal  is  necessitated  by  the  decision 
of  the  U.S.  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Fifth 
Circuit  remanding  to  EPA  its  (EPA’s) 
redesignation  of  McLennan  County  from 
nonattainment  to  attainment  for  ozone. 
This  proposed  action,  if  made  final,  will 
reaffirm  the  ozone  attainment 
designation  for  McLennan  County.  EPA 
solicits  public  comment  on  the  proposed 
reaffirmation. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  submitted 
within  on  or  before  June  29, 1981. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be 
directed  to  Estela  S.  Wackerbarth, 

Chief,  Implementation  Plan  Section,  Air 


and  Hazardous  Materials, 

Environmental  Protection  Agency, 

Region  6,  Dallas,  Texas  75270,  (214)  767- 
1518. 

Information  pertinent  to  the  proposed 
designation  is  available  for  public 
inspection  during  normal  business  hours 
at  the  EPA  Region  VI  office  and  at  the 
following  location:  Publication 
Information  Reference  Unit,  Room  2404 
(EPA  Library),  401  M  Street  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Estela  Wackerbarth,  Chief, 
Implementation  Plan  Section,  Air  and 
Hazardous  Materials  Division, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 

Region  6,  Dallas,  Texas  75270,  (214)  767- 
1518. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Introduction 

Section  107(d)(1)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
required  the  States  to  submit  to  the 
Administrator  a  list  identifying,  among 
other  things,  all  air  quality  control 
regions,  or  portions  thereof,  that  had  not 
attained  the  National  Ambient  Air 
Quality  Standards  (NAAQS).  Section 
107(d)(2)  required  the  Administrator  to 
promulgate  this  list  with  such 
modifications  as  he  deemed  necessary. 
On  March  3, 1978  (43  FR  9037)  the 
Administrator  promulgated  designations 
for  the  State  of  Texas,  including  a 
nonattainment  designation  for  ozone  for 
McLennan  County,  Texas.  These 
designations  were  effective  immediately 
and  public  comment  was  solicited.  On 
September  11, 1978  (43  FR  40412),  in 
response  to  comments  received,  the 
Administrator  revised  certain  of  the 
original  designations.  The  Administrator 
did  not  revise  at  that  time  the  ozone 
nonattainment  designation  for 
McLennan  County. 

Pursuant  to  Section  107(d)(5),  on  April 
6, 1979,  the  State  of  Texas  submitted 
revisions  to  its  original  designation  list 
to  EPA.  On  October  12, 1979,  (44  FR 
58922),  EPA  proposed  to  revise  the 
ozone  designations  for  Travis  and 
McLennan  Counties  from  nonattainment 
to  attainment  in  response  to  the  State’s 
request.  EPA  solicited  public  comment 
on  this  proposal.  No  comments  were 
received,  and  by  order  signed  April  8, 
1980,  EPA  took  final  action  modifying 
these  two  ozone  designations  to 
attainment  (45  FR  25063,  April  14, 1980). 

However,  on  June  26, 1980,  the  United 
States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Fifth 
Circuit  set  aside  the  nonattainment 
ozone  designation  for  McLennan  County 
promulgated  by  EPA  on  March  3, 1978. 
The  Court  found  that  EPA  had  violated 
the  notice  and  comment  requirements  of 
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the  Administrative  Procedure  Act,  5 
U.S.C.  553  (d)  and  (c),  by  failing  to 
provide  notice  and  opportunity  to 
comment  prior  to  taking  final  action  on 
the  original  McLennan  County 
nonattainment  designation.  The  court 
also  found  that  the  revision  to 
attainment  promulgated  on  April  8, 1980, 
did  not  necessarily  moot  the  controversy 
because,  on  the  basis  of  the  record 
before  it,  it  could  not  find  that  a  further 
redesignation  of  McLennan  County  to 
nonattainment  was  not  imminent. 

EPA  believes  that  the  ozone 
attainment  designation  promulgated  on 
April  8, 1980,  accurately  reflects  the 
most  recent  available  ozone  monitoring 
data  for  McLennan  County.  In  addition, 
EPA  complied  with  notice  and  comment 
requirements  prior  to  promulgating  this 
designation.  Consequently,  EPA 
believes  that  this  April  8, 1980, 
designation  moots  the  case  before  the 
Fifth  Circuit.  However,  to  satisfy  the 
Court’s  remand  order,  EPA  is  today 
proposing  to  reaffirm  the  ozone 
attainment  designation  for  McLennan 
County  and  is  soliciting  comments  on 
this  proposal. 

Technical  Basis  for  Designation 

In  February  1979,  EPA  relaxed  the 
ozone  NAAQS  from  0.08  parts  per 
million  (ppm),  maximum  hourly  average 
concentration,  to  0.12  ppm  (44  FR  8218, 
Feb.  8, 1979).  EPA  also  promulgated  a 
new  method  for  determining  violations 
of  the  03  standard.  In  this  method,  EPA 
averages  the  number  of  exceedances  of 
the  standard  recorded  at  a  particular 
monitoring  site  during  the  most  recent 
three  calendar  years.  As  long  as  the 
average  remains  less  than  or  equal  to  1, 
the  area  is  considered  to  be  in 
compliance  with  the  ozone  standard. 

(See  Appendix  H  to  40  CFR  50  (1979)). 

An  exceedance  is  any  monitored  hourly 
average  reading  of  over  0.12  ppm.  If 
there  are  gaps  in  the  daily  data  for  a 
particular  year  or  ozone  season,  the 
missing  data  can  be  estimated  from 
existing  data  through  the  use  of  a 
mathematical  formula. 

To  determine  the  status  of  McLennan 
County,  EPA  examined  the  most  recent 
data  submitted  by  Texas  in  support  of 
its  redesignation  request.  This  data 
consisted  of  incomplete  data  for  the 
calendar  years  1977  and  1978. 1  EPA 
estimated  the  03  readings  for  the 
missing  dates.  For  purposes  of  clarity  in 
the  following  chart,  the  term 
“exceedance”  is  used  to  describe  a  daily 
maximum  hourly  average  ozone 

'Texas  did  not  supply  EPA  with  O,  data  for  1979. 
Convinced  that  McLennan  County  had  attained  the 
standard.  Texas  relocated  the  McLennan  County  O, 
monitor  to  another  area  of  the  state  for  which 
additional  monitoring  data  was  needed. 


measurement  that  is  greater  than  the 
level  of  the  standard.  Therefore,  the 
expected  number  of  days  with  maximum 
hourly  average  ozone  concentrations 
above  the  level  of  the  standard  may  be 
simply  stated  as  the  "expected  number 
of  exceedances.”  The  expected 
exceedances  relate  to  accounting  for 
incomplete  sampling  and  the  expected 
number  is  basically  an  arithmetic 


average. 

Year 

Highest 

reading 

(ppm) 

2d  highest 
reading 

(ppm) 

Expected 

exceedances 

1977 

0.126 

0.117 

1.2 

1978 

.120 

.120 

0 

EPA  then  averaged  the  number  of 
exceedances  for  the  two  years  to  arrive 
at  an  average  expected  exceedance 
value  of  0.6.  Because  this  value  is  less 
than  1,  EPA  believes  that  McLennan 
County  should  properly  be  designated 
as  attainment  for  ozone  under  the 
relaxed  0.12  ppm  standard. 

Proposed  Action 

EPA  hereby  proposes  to  reaffirm  the 
ozone  attainment  status  designation  for 
McLennan  County,  Texas.  EPA  solicits 
public  comment  on  this  proposal. 

EPA  has  determined  that  a  thirty  day 
comment  period  is  sufficient  because 
EPA  has  already  provided  an  earlier 
thirty  day  comment  period  for 
consideration  of  these  issues  and  this 
data.  See  44  FR  58922  (October  12, 1979). 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  EPA  hereby  certifies  that  the 
attached  rule  will  not,  if  promulgated, 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 
This  action  imposes  no  regulatory 
requirements  but  only  reaffirms  an  area 
air  quality  designation.  Any  regulatory 
requirements  which  may  become 
necessary  as  a  result  of  this  action  will 
be  dealt  with  in  a  separate  action. 

Under  Executive  Order  12291,  EPA 
must  judge  whether  a  regulation  is 
Major  and  therefore  subject  to  the 
requirement  of  a  Regulatory  Impact 
Analysis.  This  regulation  is  not  Major 
because  it  merely  proposes  to  approve 
State  actions.  It  imposes  no  new 
regulatory  requirements.  This  regulation 
was  submitted  to  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  for  review  as 
required  by  Executive  Order  12291.  Any 
comments  from  OMB  to  EPA  and  any 
EPA  response  to  those  comments  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  The 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  6,  Dallas,  Texas  75270. 

(Sec.  107(d),  171(2),  and  301(a)  of  the  Clean 
Air  act,  as  amended,  42  U.S.C.  7407(d), 
7501(2)  and  7601(a)) 


Dated:  April  8, 1981. 

Frances  E.  Phillips, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16142  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6560-38-M _ 

40  CFR  Part  434 

[WH-FRL  1814-8] 

Coal  Mining  Point  Source  Category, 
Effluent  Limitations  Guidelines  and 
New  Source  Performance  Standards 
AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Changes  to  proposed 
rulemaking;  notice  of  availability  of 
development  documents;  initiation  of 
the  comment  period;  and  corrections  to 
the  proposed  regulation. 

SUMMARY:  On  January  13, 1981,  the  EPA 
proposed  regulations  under  the  Clean 
Water  Act  to  limit  the  discharge  of 
effluents  to  waters  of  the  United  States 
from  coal  mining  and  preparation 
facilities  (46  FR  3136). 

Copies  of  the  Development  Document 
for  Proposed  Effluent  Limitations 
Guidelines,  New  Source  Performance 
Standards  and  Pretreatment  Standards 
for  the  Coal  Mining  Point  Source 
Category  and  Economic  Impact 
Analysis  of  Proposed  Effluent 
Limitations  Guidelines,  New  Source 
Performance  Standards  and 
Pretreatment  Standards  for  the  Coal 
Mining  Point  Source  Category  are 
available  from  EPA  on  request. 

One  substantive  change  to  the 
January  13, 1981  publication  and 
corrections  to  typographical  and 
grammatical  errors  are  identified  below. 
date:  Comments  on  the  proposed 
regulation  for  the  coal  mining  point 
source  category  must  be  submitted  to 
the  EPA  by  July  28, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  on  all  aspects 
of  the  proposed  regulation  to:  Mr. 
William  A.  Telliard,  Effluent  Guidelines 
Division  (WH-552),  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460.  Attention:  EGD 
Docket  Clerk,  Coal  Mining.  The 
supporting  information  and  all 
comments  on  this  proposal  will  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  EPA  Public  Information  Unit,  Room 
2922  (EPA  Library).  The  EPA  public 
information  regulation  (40  CFR  Part  2) 
provides  that  a  reasonable  fee  may  be 
charged  for  copying. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 
Technical  information  and  copies  of 
technical  documents  may  be  obtained 
from  Mr.  William  A.  Telliard  at  the 
above  address,  (202)  426-2724.  The 
economic  analysis  documents  may  be 
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obtained  from  Ms.  Sandra  Jones,  Office 
of  Analysis  and  Evaluation  (WH-586), 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401  M 
Street,  SW„  Washington,  D.C.  20460, 

(202) 426-2617. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

January  13, 1981,  EPA  proposed  effluent 
limitations  guidelines  and  new  source 
performance  standards  under  the  Clean 
Water  Act,  33  U.S.C.  1251  et  seq,  for  the 
coal  mining  point  source  category,  40 
CFR  Part  434,  46  FR  3136.  These 
proposed  limitations  contain  alternate 
effluent  limitations  that  apply  during 
precipitation  events.  See,  e.g.,  §  434.63. 
Since  proposal  of  the  regulation,  the 
Agency  has  reconsidered  the  treatment 
facility  design  volume  necessary  to 
qualify  for  alternate  effluent  limitations 
during  precipitation  events.  The  storm 
exemption  language  in  the  January  13 
proposal  [e.g.,  434.63(c)(1))  required  that 
treatment  facility  design,  construction, 
operation,  and  maintenance  be  based 
upon  water  volumes  from  all  surface 
water  draining  into  it,  including  waters 
from  the  undisturbed  (virgin)  area  and 
inactive  (reclaimed)  area,  in  addition  to 
the  active  mining  area.  Today’s  proposal 
modifies  the  basis  for  the  design  volume 
by  excluding  from  consideration  waters 
from  undisturbed  areas  which  drain  into 
the  treatment  facility.  The  Agency  has 
received  information  that  significant 
additional  capital  and  operating  costs 
are  incurred  in  sizing  a  treatment  facility 
to  contain  drainage  from  undisturbed 
areas  and  tha,  such  costs  are 
unwarranted.  Furthermore,  safety 
considerations  may  preclude  the  sizing 
and  placement  of  a  facility  large  enough 
to  contain  all  surface  drainage, 
especially  in  steep-slope  mining  areas. 

The  Agency  proposed  to  retain  the 
requirement  that  in  order  to  obtain  the 
alternate  limitations  for  the  storm 
exemption  the  treatment  facility  must  be 
designed  to  contain  water  volumes  from 
the  active  and  reclaimed  mining  areas. 
Collected  drainage  from  the  reclaimed 
area  is  often  a  source  of  significant 
amounts  of  sediment.  A  pond  designed 
to  contain  drainage  from  the  active  and 
reclaimed  areas  assures  adequate 
detention  time  for  the  sedimentation 
process  and  reasonable  storage  capacity 
for  the  entrained  sediment. 

In  addition,  the  commingling 
provision,  which  has  been  rewritten  for 
purposes  of  clarity  in  the  January  13, 
1981  proposal,  explicitly  includes 
coverage  of  drainage  collected  from 
reclamation  areas  [e.g.,  §  434.61).  For 
instance,  commingled  drainage  from 
reclamation  areas  and  acidic  drainage 
from  an  active  mining  area  would  be 
subject  to  effluent  limitations  as  follows: 


Dry  weather 

Precip.clO  yr 1 

Precip>10 

(Base)  condition 

24  hr  event 

24  hr  event 

TSS,  35  mg/I  avg . 

Fe,  3.5  mg/I  avg . 

Mn,  2.0  mg/I  avg . 

pH,  6  to  9 . 

....  SS  0.5  ml/l  max.... 
....  pH  6  to  9 . 

..  pH  6  to  9. 

1  Where  the  treatment  facility  is  designed,  constructed, 
operated  and  maintained  to  contain  the  volume  of  water  from 
the  10-year,  24-hour  event  draining  from  active  mining  areas 
and  reclamation  areas.  Otherwise,  effluent  limitations  for  dry 
weather  conditions  apply. 

For  the  purpose  of  regulating  a  commingled  discharge,  limita¬ 
tions  for  settleable  solids  need  not  be  imposed  when  TSS  limita¬ 
tions  are  applicable,  as  in  the  "Dry  Weather”  example  above. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis  and 
Regulatory  Impact  Analysis:  The 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act,  5  U.S.C.  601 
et  seq.,  requires  that  EPA  prepare  an 
Initial  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis 
for  all  proposed  regulations  that  have  a 
significant  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities. 

In  addition,  Executive  Order  12291 
requires  that  EPA  prepare  a  Regulatory 
Impact  Analysis  for  each  major  rule. 

The  Order  defines  a  “major  rule”  as  any 
regulation  that  is  likely  to  result  in: 

•  An  annual  effect  on  the  economy  of 
$100  million  or  more; 

•  A  major  increase  in  costs  or  prices 
for  consumers,  individual  industries, 
Federal,  State,  or  local  government 
agencies,  or  geographic  regions;  or 

•  Significant  adverse  effects  on 
competition,  employment,  productivity, 
innovation,  or  on  the  ability  of  United 
States-based  enterprises  to  compete 
with  foreign-based  enterprises  in 
domestic  or  export  markets. 

These  analyses  may  be  done  in 
conjunction  with  or  as  a  part  of  any 
other  analysis  conducted  by  the  Agency. 

This  notice  merely  corrects  errors  in 
the  January  13, 1981  proposed  regulation 
and,  by  reducing  the  volume  of  water 
which  a  facility  must  contain  in  order  to 
qualify  for  the  10-year,  24-hour  storm 
exemption,  decreases  any  burden  which 
earlier  regulation  may  have  imposed  on 
industry.  Therefore,  this  notice  does  not 
have  a  significant  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities  and 
is  not  a  major  rule.  Accordingly,  it  does 
not  trigger  the  requirements  for  a 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis  or 
Regulatory  Impact  Analysis. 

This  Notice  was  submitted  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  for 
review  as  required  by  Executive  Order 
12291. 

Solicitation  of  Comments 

EPA  invites  and  encourages  public 
participation  in  this  rulemaking.  The 
Agency  asks  that  any  deficiencies  in  the 
record  supporting  this  proposal  be 
pointed  to  with  specificity  and  that 
suggested  revisions  or  corrections  be 


supported  by  data  or  other  relevant 
information. 

For  the  purpose  of  clarity,  the  entire 
January  13, 1981  proposed  regulation  is 
being  published  as  part  of  today's 
notice.  However,  a  substantial  portion 
of  the  BPT  requirements  remain 
unaffected  by  today’s  proposal  and  are 
not  being  reproposed  today;  accordingly, 
comments  addressed  to  these 
requirements  are  not  appropriate  to  this  ' 
rulemaking.  EPA  solicits  comments  only 
on  those  portions  of  BPT  which  change 
the  prior  BPT  regulation — that  is,  the 
proposals  covering  post-mining 
discharges,  the  revised  storm  provision 
and  the  inclusion  of  western  mines. 

EPA  is  particularly  interested  in 
receiving  comments  and  data  on  the 
following  issues: 

(1)  Industry  and  other  sources  are 
invited  to  submit  any  data  from  pilot  or 
commercial  scale  studies  of  the 
performance  of  flocculant  addition  or 
granular  media  filtration,  particularly  on 
the  effectiveness  of  toxic  metals 
removal.  Although  the  Agency  has 
undertaken  a  variety  of  treatability 
studies  to  address  these  technologies, 

EPA  is  aware  of  the  possible  variation 
of  technology  performance  given  the 
diverse  characteristics  of  raw 
wastewaters  extant  in  the  coal  mining 
industry. 

(2)  The  Agency  solicits  comments  on 
its  proposal  to  establish  national 
regulations  until  bond  release,  and  on 
the  need  for  establishing  national 
regulations  for  existing  and  new  mines 
beyond  bond  release. 

(3)  The  Agency  invites  comments  on 
the  revised  storm  exemption  language, 
particularly  the  requirement  that 
treatment  facility  design  be  based  upon 
water  volumes  from  active  mining  areas 
and  reclamation  areas  but  not  the 
undisturbed  or  virgin  areas  draining  into 
the  treatment  facility.  The  Agency  is 
interested  in  receiving  additional  case- 
specific  examples  which  demonstrate 
the  feasibility  or  infeasibility  of 
designing  a  treatment  facility  to 
accommodate  all  such  waters,  i.e., 
active,  reclaimed  and  undisturbed,  with 
respect  to  containing  the  water  volume 
from  a  10-year,  24-hour  precipitation 
event.  This  includes  site-specific 
information  on: 

•  Land  availability  for  locating  and 
constructing  such  a  facility; 

•  Size  of  the  total  drainage  area 
involved  for  the  treatment  facility; 

•  Ratios  (or  other  similar  expressions) 
of  undisturbed  areas,  reclamation  areas, 
and  active  mining  areas  comprising  the 
total  drainage  area; 

•  Wastewater  treatment  capital  and 
operating  cost  comparisons  assuming: 
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(1)  water  volumes  for  only  the  active 
mining  area;  (2)  water  volumes  from 
reclamation  areas  and  active  mining 
areas;  and  (3)  water  volumes  from  the 
entire  drainage  area; 

•  Capital  and  operating  costs  and 
benefits  associated  with  diversion 
ditching/diking  to  eliminate  or  minimize 
commingling  of  waters  from  undisturbed 
areas  with  waters  from  active  mining 
areas  and  reclamation  areas; 

•  Effluent  reduction  benefits 
attributable  to  treatment  facilities  sized 
to  accommodate  the  entire  drainage 
area; 

•  Safety  Safety  considerations  in 
construction  and  operation  of  the 
treatment  facility  to  contain  waters  from 
the  entire  drainage  area; 

•  Local  geographical  and  geological 
factors  affecting  the  location,  design, 
performance  and  operation  of  the 
treatment  facility;  and 

•  Planned  life  of  the  treatment  facility 
for:  (1)  the  active  mining  phase  and  (2) 
the  reclamation  phase. 

In  order  to  properly  assess  the 
economic  impacts  of  any  such  case- 
specific  examples,  the  Agency  would 
appreciate  receiving  the  following 
related  information; 

•  Present  drainage  diversion  efforts; 

•  Current  yearly  production; 

•  Identification  of  market  (contract  or 
spot); 

•  Estimated  remaining  life  of  the 
mine; 

•  Age  of  the  mine; 

•  Total  annual  mine  operating  costs, 
exclusive  of  wastewater  treatment; 

•  Total  annual  wastewater  treatment 
costs; 

•  F.O.B.  price  per  short  ton  of  coal; 
and 

•  Number  of  employees  at  the  mine. 
Corrections 

Referring  to  the  preamble  in  the 
January  13, 1981  Federal  Register  Notice 
(46  FR  3136): 

1.  Page  3139,  column  2,  line  63, 
“regional  state"  is  corrected  to  read 
“regional  and  state". 

2.  Page  3140,  column  1,  line  20,  “miles” 
is  corrected  to  read  “mines". 

3.  Page  3140,  column  1,  line  46,  “will 
continue"  is  corrected  to  read 
"continued". 

4.  Page  3140,  column  1,  line  53, 
“estblish”  is  corrected  to  read 
“establish". 

5.  Page  3149,  column  1,  line  32, 
“prtovision"  is  corrected  to  read 
“provision". 

Numerous  typographical  errors 
appeared  in  the  regulation  section  of  the 
January  13, 1981  publication.  Most 
notably,  the  concentration  units  in  the 
effluent  limitations  tables  were 


incorrect.  Additionally,  a  grammatical 
error  in  §  434.63,  paragraph  (c)(2) ' 
resulted  in  an  incorrect  reference  to 
effluent  limitations.  These  and 
numerous  other  typographical  errors  are 
corrected  in  the  regulation  appearing 
below. 

Dated:  May  20, 1981. 

Walter  C.  Barber, 

Acting  Administrator. 

It  is  hereby  proposed  to  revise  Part 
434  of  Title  40  as  follows: 

PART  434— COAL  MINING  POINT 
SOURCE  CATEGORY,  BPT,  BAT,  BCT 
LIMITATIONS  AND  NEW  SOURCE 
PERFORMANCE  STANDARDS 

Subpart  A — General  Provisions 

Sec. 

434.10  Applicability. 

434.11  General  Definitions. 

Subpart  B— Coal  Preparation  Plants  and 
Coal  Preparation  Plant-Associated  Areas 

434.20  Applicability. 

434.21  (Reserved) 

434.22  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  application  of 
the  best  practicable  control  technology 
currently  available  [BPT]. 

434.23  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  application  of 
the  best  available  technology 
economically  achievable  (BAT). 

434.24  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  application  of 
the  best  conventional  pollutant  control 
technology  (BCT). 

434.25  New  Source  Performance  Standards 
[NSPS]. 

Subpart  C— Acid  or  Ferruginous  Mine 
Drainage 

434.30  Applicability;  description  of  the  acid 
or  ferruginous  mine  drainage 
subcategory. 

434.31  [Reserved] 

434.32  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  application  of 
the  best  practicable  control  technology 
currently  available  (BPT). 

434.33  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  application  of 
the  best  available  technology 
economically  achievable  (BAT). 

434.34  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  appi. cation  of 
the  best  conventional  pollutant  control 
technology  (BCT). 

434.35  New  Source  Performance  Standards 
(NSPS). 

Subpart  D — Alkaline  Mina  Drainage 

434.40  Applicability;  description  of  the 
alkaline  mine  drainage  subcategory. 

434.41  [Reserved] 


Sec. 

434.42  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  application  of 
the  best  practicable  control  technology 
currently  available  (BPT). 

434.43  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  application  of 
the  best  available  technology 
economically  achievable  (BAT).  — 

434.44  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  application  of 
the  best  conventional  pollutant  control 
technology  (BCT). 

434.45  New  Source  Performance  Standards 
(NSPS]. 

Subpart  E— Post-Mining  Areas 

434.50  Applicability. 

434.51  [Reserved] 

434.52  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  application  of 
the  best  practicable  control  technology 
currently  available  (BPT). 

434.53  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  application  of 
the  best  available  technology 
economically  achievable  (BAT). 

434.54  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  application  of 
the  best  conventional  pollutant  control 
technology  (BCT). 

434.55  New  Source  Performance  Standards 
(NSPS). 

Subpart  F— Miscellaneous  Provisions 

434.60  Applicability. 

434.61  Commingling  of  Waste  Streams. 

434.62  Alternate  Effluent  Limitations  for  pH. 

434.63  Effluent  Limitations  During 
Precipation  Events. 

Appendix — Determination  of  Settleable 
Solids. 

Authority:  Sections  301,  304(b),  (c),  (e),  and 
(g),  306(b)  and  (c),  307(b)  and  (c),  and  501  of 
the  Clean  Water  Act  (the  Federal  Water 
Pollution  Control  Act  Amendments  of  1972, 
as  amended  by  the  Clean  Water  Act  of  1977), 
(the  “Act”);  33  U.S.C.  1311, 1314(b),  (c),  (e), 
and  (g),  1316(b)  and  (c),  1317(b)  and  (c).  and 
1361;  86  Stat.  816,  Pub.  L.  92-500;  91  Stat.  1567. 
Pub.  L  95-217. 

Subpart  A — General  Provisions 
§434.10  Applicability. 

This  part  applies  to  discharges  from 
any  coal  mine  at  which  the  extraction  of 
coal  is  taking  place  or  is  planned  to  be 
undertaken. 

§  434.1 1  General  definitions. 

(a)  The  term  “acid  or  ferruginous  mine 
drainage”  means  mine  drainage  which, 
before  any  treatment,  either  has  a  pH  of 
less  than  6.0  or  a  total  iron 
concentration  equal  to  or  more  then  10 
mg/1. 

(b)  The  term  “active  mining  area" 
means  the  areas,  on  and  beneath  land, 
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used  or  disturbed  in  activity  related  to 
the  extraction,  removal,  or  recovery  of 
coal  from  its  natural  deposits.  This  term 
excludes  coal  preparation  plants,  coal 
preparation  plant-associated  areas  and 
post-mining  areas. 

(c)  The  term  “alkaline  mine  drainage” 
means  mine  drainage  which,  before  any 
treatment,  has  a  pH  equal  to  or  more 
than  6.0  and  a  total  iron  concentration  of 
less  than  10  mg/1. 

(d)  The  term  “bond  release”  means 
the  time  at  which  the  appropriate 
regulatory  authority  returns  a 
reclamation  or  performance  bond  based 
upon  its  determination  that  reclamation 
work  (including,  in  the  case  of 
underground  mines,  mine  sealing  and 
abandonment  procedures)  has  been 
satisfactorily  completed. 

(e)  The  term  “coal  preparation  plant” 
means  a  facility  where  coal  is  crushed, 
screened,  sized,  cleaned,  dried,  or 
otherwise  prepared  and  loaded  for 
transit  to  a  consuming  facility. 

(f)  The  term  “coal  preparation  plant — 
associated  areas"  means  the  coal 
preparation  plant  yards,  immediate 
access  roads,  coal  refuse  piles,  and  coal 
storage  piles  and  facilities. 

(g)  The  term  "coal  preparation  plant 
water  circuit"  means  all  pipes,  channels, 
basins,  tanks,  and  all  other  structures 
and  equipment  that  convey,  contain, 
treat,  or  process  any  water  that  is  used 
in  coal  preparation  processes  within  a 
coal  preparation  plant. 

(h)  The  term  “mine  drainage”  means 
any  drainage,  and  any  water  pumped  or 
siphoned,  from  an  active  mining  area  or 
a  post-mining  area. 

(i)  The  abbreviation  “ml/1”  means 
milliliters  per  liter. 

(j)  The  term  “new  source  coal  mine” 
means  a  coal  mine  (excluding  coal 
preparation  plants  and  coal  preparation 
plant-associated  areas): 

(1)  The  construction  of  which  is 
commenced  after  May  29, 1981;  or 

(2)  Which  is  determined  by  the  EPA 
Regional  Administrator  to 
constitute  a  “major  alteration."  In 
making  this  determination,  the 
Regional  Administrator  shall  take 
into  account  the  occurrence  of  one 
or  more  of  the  following  events,  in 
connection  with  the  mine  for  which 
the  NPDES  permit  is  being 
considered,  after  the  date  of 
proposal  of  applicable  new  source 
performance  standards: 

(i)  A  mine' operation  initiates 
extraction  of  a  coal  seam  not  previously 
extracted  by  that  mine; 

(ii)  A  mine  operation  discharges  into  a 
drainage  area  not  previously  affected  by 
wastewater  discharges  from  the  mine; 


(iii)  A  mine  operation  causes 
extensive  new  surface  disruption; 

(iv)  A  mine  operation  initiates 
construction  of  a  new  shaft,  slope,  or 
drift; 

(v)  A  mine  operation  acquires 
additional  land  or  mineral  rights; 

(vi)  A  mine  operation  makes 
significant  capital  investment  in 
additional  equipment  or  additional 
facilities;  and 

(vii)  Such  other  factors  as  the 
Regional  Administrator  deems  relevant. 

(k)  The  term  “post-mining  area” 
means:  (1)  a  reclamation  area  or  (2)  the 
underground  workings  of  an 
underground  coal  mine  after  the 
extraction,  removal,  or  recovery  of  coal 
from  its  natural  deposit  has  ceased  and 
prior  to  bond  release. 

(/)  The  term  “reclamation  area” 
means  the  surface  area  of  a  coal  mine 
which  has  been  returned  to  required 
contour  and  on  which  revegetation 
(specifically,  seeding  or  planting)  work 
has  commenced. 

(m)  The  term  “settleable  solids”  is 
that  matter  measured  by  the  volumetric 
method  specified  in  the  Appendix. 

(n)  The  term  “10-year,  24-hour 
precipitation  event”  means  the 
maximum  24-hour  precipitation  event 
with  a  probable  recurrence  interval  of 
once  in  ten  years  as  defined  by  the 
National  Weather  Service  and  Technical 
Paper  No.  40,  “Rainfall  Frequency  Atlas 
of  the  U.S.,”  May  1961,  or  equivalent 
regional  or  rainfall  probability 
information  developed  therefrom. 

(o)  The  terms  “treatment  facility”  and 
“treatment  system”  mean  all  stuctures 
which  contain,  convey,  and  as 
necessary,  chemically  treat  coal  mine 
drainage,  coal  preparation  plant  process 
wastewater,  or  drainage  from  coal 
preparation  plant  associated  areas, 
which  remove  pollutants  regulated  by 
this  Part  from  such  waters.  This  includes 
all  pipes,  channels,  ponds,  basins,  tanks 
and  all  other  equipment  serving  such 
structures. 

Subpart  B— Coal  Preparation  Plants 
and  Coal  Preparation  Plant-Associated 
Areas 

§434.20  Applicability. 

The  provisions  of  this  Subpart  are 
applicable  to  discharges  from  coal 
preparation  plants  and  coal  preparation 
plant-associated  areas,  as  indicated, 
including  discharges  which  are  pumped, 
siphoned,  or  drained  from  the  coal 
preparation  plant  water  circuit  and  coal 
storage,  refuse  storage,  and  ancillary 
areas  related  to  the  cleaning  or 
beneficiation  of  coal  of  any  rank 
including,  but  not  limited  to,  bituminous, 
lignite,  and  anthracite. 


§  434.21  [Reserved] 

§  434.22  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  application  of 
the  best  practicable  control  technology 
currently  available  (BPT). 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  40  CFR 

125.30-125.32,  and  sections  434.61,  434.62 
and  434.63  of  this  Part  434,  the  following 
limitations  establish  the  concentration 
or  quality  of  pollutants  which  may  be 
discharged  by  any  existing  coal 
preparation  plant  and  coal  preparation 
plant-associated  areas  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  this  Subpart  after 
application  of  the  best  practicable 
control  technology  currently  available  if 
"discharges  from  such  point  sources 
normally  exhibit  a  pH  of  less  than  6.0 
prior  to  treatment: 


BPT  Effluent  Limitations 


Pollutant  or  pollutant  property 

Maximum 
tor  any  1 
day 

Average  of 
daily  values 
for  30 
consecutive 
days 

Concentration  in  mg/1 

7.0 

3.5 

4.0 

2.0 

TSS" . 

70 

35 

pH— Within  the  range  of  6.0  to 
9.0  at  all  times. 

(b)  Except  as  provided  in  40  CFR 

125.30-125.32,  and  §§  434.61  and  434.63 
of  this  Part  434,  the  following  limitations 
establish  the  concentration  or  quality  of 
pollutants  which  may  be  discharged  by 
any  existing  coal  preparation  plant  and 
coal  preparation  plant-associated  areas 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  subpart 
after  application  of  the  best  practicable 
control  technology  currently  available  if 
discharges  from  such  point  sources 
normally  exhibit  a  pH  equal  to  or 
greater  than  6.0  prior  to  treatment: 


BPT  Effluent  Limitations 


Pollutant  or  pollutant  property 

Maximum 
for  any  1 
day 

Average  of 
daily  values 
for  30 

consecutive 

days 

Concentration  in  mg/ 1 

Iron,  total . 

7.0 

3.5 

TSS . 

pH— Within  the  range  of  6.0  to 
9.0  at  all  times. 

70 

35 

§  434.23  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  appliction  of  the 
best  available  technology  economically 
achievable  (BAT). 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  40  CFR 

125.30-125.32,  and  §§434.61,  434.62  and 
434.63  of  this  Part  434,  the  following 
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limitations  establish  the  concentration 
or  quality  of  pollutants  which  may  be 
discharged  by  any  existing  coal 
preparation  plant  and  coal  preparation 
plant-associated  areas  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Subpart  after 
application  of  the  best  available 
technology  economically  achievable  if 
discharges  from  such  point  sources 
normally  exhibit  a  pH  of  less  than  6.0 
prior  to  treatment: 

BAT  Effluent  Limitations 

Average  of 
Maximum  daily  values 

Pollutant  or  pollutant  property  for  any  1  for  30 

day  consecutive 
days 

V 

Concentration  in  mg/1 

Iron,  total _  7.0  3.5 

Manganese,  total .  4.0  2.0 

(b)  Except  as  provided  in  40  CFR 
125.30-125.32,  and  §§  434.61  and  434.63 
of  this  Part  434,  the  following  limitations 
establish  the  concentration  or  quality  of 
pollutants  which  may  be  discharged  by 
any  existing  coal  preparation  plant  and 
coal  preparation  plant-associated  areas 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Subpart 
after  application  of  the  best  available 
technology  economically  achievable  if 
discharges  from  such  point  sources 
normally  exhibit  a  pH  equal  to  or 
greater  than  6.0  prior  to  treatment: 

BAT  Effluent  Limitations 

Average  of 
Maximum  daily  values 

Pollutant  or  pollutant  property  for  any  1  for  30 

day  consecutive 
days 

Concentration  in  mg/1 

Iron,  total _  7.0  3.5 


§  434.24  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degee  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  application  of 
the  best  conventional  pollutant  control 
technology  (BCT). 

Except  as  provided  in  40  CFR  125.30- 

125.32,  and  §§434.61,  434.62  (in  the  case 
of  discharges  normally  exhibiting  a  pH 
of  less  than  6.0  prior  to  treatment)  and 
434.63,  the  following  limitations 
establish  the  concentration  or  quality  of 
pollutants  which  may  be  discharged  by 
any  existing  coal  preparation  plant  and 
coal  preparation  plant-associated  areas 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Subpart 
after  application  of  the  best 
conventional  pollutant  control 
technology  (BCT): 


BCT  Effluent  Limitations 


Pollutant  or  pollutant  property 

Maximum 
for  any  1 
day 

Average  of 
daily  values 
for  30 
consecutive 
days 

Concentration  in  mg/I 

TSS . 

pH — Within  the  range  6.0 
to  9.0  at  all  times. 

70.0 

35.0 

§  434.25  New  Source  Performance 
Standards  (NSPS). 

The  following  new  source 
performance  standards  (NSPS)  shall  be 
achieved  by  any  new  source  coal 
preparation  plant  and  coal  preparation 
plant-associated  areas,  as  indicated: 

(a)  For  new  source  coal  preparation 
plants,  there  shall  be  no  discharge  of 
process  wastewater  pollutants  from  the 
coal  preparation  plant  water  circuit  to 
surface  waters. 

(b)  Except  as  provided  in  sections 
434.61,  434.62  and  434.63  of  this  Part  434, 
the  following  new  source  performance 
standards  shall  apply  for  discharges 
from  new  source  coal  preparation  plant- 
associated  areas: 


NSPS  Effluent  Limitation* 


Pollutant  or  pollutant 
property 

Maximum  for 
any  1  day 

Average  of 
daily  values 
for  30 
consecutive 
days 

Concentration  in  mg/I 

7.0 

3.5 

4.0 

2.0 

TSS". . 

pH— Within  the  range  6.0 
to  9.0  at  all  times. 

70. 

35. 

Subpart  C— Acid  or  Ferruginous  Mine 
Drainage 

§  434.30  Applicability;  description  of  the 
acid  or  ferruginous  mine  drainage 
subcategory. 

The  provisions  of  this  subpaart  are 
applicable  to  acid  or  ferruginous  mine 
drainage  from  an  active  mining  area 
resulting  from  the  mining  of  coal  of  any 
rank  including,  but  not  limited  to, 
bituminous,  lignite,  and  anthracite. 

§  434.31  [Reserved] 

§  434.32  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  application  of 
the  best  practicable  control  technology 
currently  available  (BPT). 

Except  as  provided  in  40  CFR  125.30- 

125.32,  and  §§  434.61,  434.62  and,  with 
respect  to  mine  drainage  from  surface 
areas  of  a  coal  mine  but  not  drainage 
from  the  underground  workings  of 


underground  mines,  §  434.63  of  this  Part 
434,  the  following  limitations  establish 
the  concentration  or  quality  of 
pollutants  which  may  be  discharged  by 
a  point  source  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  this  Subpart  after  application  of  the 
best  practicable  control  technology 
currently  available: 


BPT  Effluent  Limitations 


Pollutant  or  pollutant 
property 

Maximum  for 
any  1  day 

Average  of 
daily  values 
for  30 
consecutive 
days 

Concentration  in  mg/I 

7.0 

3.5 

4.0 

2.0 

tssT. . 

pH — Within  the  range  6.0 
to  9.0  at  all  times. 

70. 

35. 

§  434.33  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  application  of 
the  best  available  technology  economically 
achievable  (BAT). 

Except  as  provided  in  40  CFR  125.30- 

125.32,  and  §§  434.61,  434.62  and,  with 
respect  to  mine  drainage  from  surface 
areas  of  a  coal  mine  but  not  drainage 
from  the  underground  workings  of 
underground  mines,  §  434.63  of  this  Part. 
434,  the  following  limitations  establish 
the  concentration  or  quality  of 
pollutants  which  may  be  discharged  by 
a  point  source  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  this  Subpart  after  application  of  the 
best  available  technology  economically 
achievable: 

BAT  Effluent  Limitations 

Average  of 
Maximum  dafly  values 
for  any  1  lor  30 
day  consecutive 

_ <*«ys 

Concentration  in  mg/I 


Iron,  total _  7.0  3.5 

Manganese,  total -  4.0  2.0 


§  434.34  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  application  of 
the  best  conventional  pollutant  control 
technology  (BCT). 

Except  as  provided  in  40  CFR  125.30- 
125  32,  and  §§  434.61  434.62  and,  with 
respect  to  mine  drainage  from  surface 
areas  of  a  coal  mine  but  not  drainage 
from  the  underground  workings  of 
underground  mines,  §  434.63  of  this  Part 
434,  the  following  limitations  establish 
the  concentration  or  quality  of 
pollutants  which  may  be  discharged  by 


Pollutant  or  pollutant  property 
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a  point  source  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  this  Subpart  after  application  of  the 
best  conventional  pollutant  control 
technology  (BCT): 


BCT  Effluent  Limitations 

Pollutant  or  pollutant  property 

Maximum 
for  any  1 
day 

Average  of 
daily  values 
for  30 
consecutive 
days 

Concentration  in  mg/1 

TSS . 

pH— Within  the  range  6.0 
to  9.0  at  all  times. 

70.0 

35.0 

§  434.35  New  Source  Performance 
Standards  (NSPS). 

Except  as  provided  in  §§  434.61, 
434.62  and,  with  respect  to  mine 
drainage  from  surface  areas  of  a  coal 
mine  but  not  drainage  from  the 
underground  workings  of  underground 
mines,  §  434.63  of  this  Part  434,  the 
following  new  source  performance 
standards  shall  be  achieved  for  any 
discharge  from  a  new  source  subject  to 
this  Subpart: 

NSPS  Effluent  Limitations 


Pollutant  or  pollutant 
property 


Maximum  for 
any  1  day 


Average  of 
daily  values 
for  30 
consecutive 
days 


Concentration  in  mg/1 


Iron,  total . 

7.0 

3.5 

Manganese,  total . 

4.0 

2.0 

TSS . 

70. 

35. 

pH— Within  the  range  6.0 

to  9.0  at  all  times. 


Subpart  D— Alkaline  Mine  Drainage 

§  434.40  Applicability;  description  of  the 
alkaline  mine  drainage  subcategory. 

The  provisions  of  the  Subpart  are 
applicable  to  alkaline  mine  drainage 
from  an  active  mining  area  resulting 
from  the  mining  of  coal  of  any  rank 
including,  but  not  limited  to,  bituminous, 
lignite,  and  anthracite. 

§  434.41  (Reserved] 

§  434.42  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  application  of 
the  best  practicable  control  technology 
currently  available  (BPT). 

Except  as  provided  in  40  CFR  125.30- 

125.32,  §  434.61  and,  with  respect  to 
mine  drainage  from  surface  areas  of  a 
coal  mine  but  not  drainage  from  the 
underground  workings  of  underground 
mines,  §  434.63  of  this  Part  434,  the 
following  limitations  establish  the 


concentration  or  quality  of  pollutants 
which  may  be  discharged  by  a  point 
source  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
Subpart  after  application  of  the  best 
practicable  control  technology  currently 
available: 


BPT  Effluent  Limitations 

Pollutant  or  pollutant 
property 

Maximum  for 
any  1  day 

Average  of 
daily  values 
for  30 
consecutive 
days 

Concentration  in  mg/1 

7.0 

3.5 

TSS . 

pH— Within  the  range  6.0 
to  9.0  at  all  times. 

70. 

35. 

§  434.43  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  application  of 
the  best  available  technology  economically 
achievable  (BAT). 

Except  as  provided  in  40  CFR  125.30- 

125.32,  §  434.61  and,  with  respect  to 
mine  drainage  from  surface  areas  of  a 
coal  mine  but  not  drainage  from  the 
underground  workings  of  underground 
mines,  §  434.63  of  this  Part  434,  the 
following  limitations  establish  the 
concentration  or  quality  of  pollutants 
which  may  be  discharged  by  a  point 
source  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
Subpart  after  application  of  the  best 
available  technology  economically 
achievable: 


BAT  Effluent  Limitations 


Maximum 

Average  of 
daily  values 

Pollutant  or  pollutant  property 

for  any  1 

for  30 

day 

consecutive 

days 

Concentration  in  mg/I 


.  7.0 

3.5 

§  434.44  Effluent  limitatios  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  application  of 
the  best  conventional  pollutant  control 
technology  (BCT). 

Except  as  provided  in  40  CFR  125.30- 

125.32,  §  434.61  and,  with  respect  to 
mine  drainage  from  surface  areas  of  a 
coal  mine  but  not  drainage  from  the 
underground  workings  of  underground 
mines,  §  434.63  of  this  Part  434,  the 
following  limitations  establish  the 
concentration  or  quality  of  pollutants 
which  may  be  discharged  by  a  point 
source  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
Subpart  after  application  of  the  best 
conventional  pollutant  control 
technology  (BCT): 


BCT  Effluent  Limitations 


Average  of 
Maximum  daily  values 

Pollutant  or  pollutant  property  for  any  1  for  30 

day  consecutive 

days 


Concentration  in  mg/1 


TSS . .  70.0  35.0 

pH— Within  the  range  6.0  _  , 

to  9.0  at  all  times. 


§  434.45  New  Source  Performance 
Standards  (NSPS). 

Except  as  provided  in  §  434.61  and, 
with  respect  to  mine  drainage  from 
surface  areas  of  a  coal  mine  but  not 
drainage  from  the  underground 
workings  of  underground  mines,  §  434.63 
of  this  Part  434,  the  following  new 
source  performance  standards  shall  be 
achieved  for  any  discharge  from  a  new 
source  subject  to  this  Subpart: 

NSPS  Effluent  Limitations 


Pollutant  or  pollutant 
property 


Maximum  for 
any  1  day 


Average  of 
daily  values 
for  30 
consecutive 
days 


Concentration  in  mg/I 


Iron,  total .  7.0  3.5 

TSS .  70.  35. 


pH— Within  the  range  6.0 
to  9.0  at  all  times. 


Subpart  E— Post-Mining  Areas. 

§434.50  Applicability. 

The  provisions  of  this  subpart  are 
applicable  to  discharges  from  post¬ 
mining  areas. 

§434.51  [Reserved] 

§  434.52  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  application  of 
the  best  practicable  control  technology 
currently  available  (BPT). 

(a)  Reclamation  Areas 

The  limitations  in  this  subsection 
apply  to  discharges  from  reclamation 
areas  until  bond  release. 

(1)  Except  as  provided  in  40  CFR 
125.30-125.32,  and  §  434.61  of  this  Part 
434,  the  following  limitations  establish 
the  concentration  or  quality  of 
pollutants  which  may  be  discharged  by 
a  point  source  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  this  subsection  after  application  of 
the  best  practicable  control  technology 
currently  available: 
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BPT  Effluent  Limitations 


Pollutant  or  pollutant  property 

Maximum 
for  any  1 
day 

Average  of 
daily  values 
tor  30 
consecutive 
days 

0.5  ml/I 

pH— Within  the  range  6.0 
to  9.0  at  all  times. 

(2)(i)  Any  overflow,  increase  in 


volume  of  a  discharge  or  discharge  from 
a  bypass  system  caused  by  precipitation 
within  any  24-hour  period  greater  than 
the  10-year,  24-hour  precipitation  event 
(or  snowmelt  of  equivalent  volume) 
shall  comply  with  the  following 
limitations  instead  of  the  limitations  set 
forth  in  paragraph  (a)(1)  of  this  section: 

BPT  Effluent  Limitations 

Average  of 
Maximum  daily  values 

Pollutant  or  pollutant  property  for  any  1  for  30 

day  consecutive 
days 

pH— Within  the  range  6.0 
to  9.0  at  all  times. 

(ii)  The  alternate  limitations  provided 
in  paragraph  (a)(2)(i)  of  this  section  shall 
apply  only  if: 

(A)  The  treatment  facility  is  designed, 
constructed,  operated  and  maintained  to 
contain  the  volume  of  water  which 
would  drain  into  the  treatment  facility 
from  active  mining  areas  and 
reclamation  areas  during  a  10-year,  24- 
hour  or  larger  precipitation  event  (or 
snowmelt  of  equivalent  volume); 

(B)  The  treatment  facility  is  designed, 
constructed,  operated  and  maintained  to 
achieve  the  effluent  limitations  set  forth 
in  paragraph  (a)(1)  of  this  section  at  all 
times  except  during  precipitation  events 
greater  than  the  10-year,  24-hour 
precipitation  event  (or  snowmelt  of 
equivalent  volume);  and 

(C)  The  pH  in  the  final  effluent 
remains  in  the  range  of  6.0  to  9.0  during 
the  precipitation  event  (or  snowmelt). 
The  operator  shall  have  the  burden  of 
proof  that  the  preceding  conditions  have 
been  met  in  order  to  qualify  for  the 
alternate  limitations  in  paragraph 
(a)(2)(i)  cf  this  section. 

(b)  Underground  Mine  Drainage. 

The  limitations  in  this  subsection 
apply  to  discharges  from  the 
underground  workings  of  underground 
mines  until  bond  release. 

(1)  Except  as  provided  in  40  CFR 

125.30-125.32,  and  §§  434.61  and  434.62 
of  this  Part  434,  the  following  limitations 
establish  the  concentration  or  quality  of 
pollutants  in  acid  or  ferruginous  mine 
drainage  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
subsection  after  application  of  the  best 
practicable  control  technology  currently 
available: 


BPT  Effluent  Limitations 


Pollutant  or  pollutant 
property 

Maximum  for 
any  1  day 

Average  of 
daily  values 
for  30 
consecutive 
days 

Concentration  in  mg/I 

Iron,  total . 

7.0 

3.5 

Manganese,  total . 

4.0 

2.0 

TSS . 

pH— Within  the  range  6.0 
to  9.0  at  all  times. 

70. 

35. 

(2)  Except  as  provided  in  40  CFR 

125.30-125.32,  and  §  434.61  of  this  Part 
434,  the  following  limitations  establish 
the  concentration  or  quality  of 
pollutants  in  alkaline  mine  drainage 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
subsection  after  application  of  the  best 
practicable  control  technology  currently 
available: 


BPT  Effluent  Limitations 


Pollutant  or  pollutant 
property 

Maximum  for 
any  t  day 

Average  of 
daily  values 
for  30 

consecutive 

days 

Concentration  in  mg/I 

7.0 

3.5 

TSS . 

pH— Within  the  range  6.0 
to  9.0  at  all  times. 

70. 

35. 

§434.53  Effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  application  of 
the  best  available  technology  economically 
achievable  (BAT). 

(a)  Reclamation  Areas. 

The  limitations  of  this  subsection 
apply  to  discharges  from  reclamation 
areas  until  bond  release. 

(1)  Except  as  provided  in  40  CFR 

125.30-125.32,  and  §  434.61  of  this  Part 
434,  the  following  limitations  establish 
the  concentration  or  quality  of 
pollutants  which  may  be  discharged  by 
a  point  source  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  this  subsection  after  application  of 
the  best  available  technology 
economically  achievable: 


BAT  Effluent  Limitations 

Pollutant  or  pollutant  property 

Maximum 
for  any  1 
day 

Average  of 
daily  values 
for  30 
consecutive 
days 

0.5  ml/I 

pH — Within  the  range  6.0 
to  9.0  at  all  times. 

(2)(i).  Any  overflow,  increase  in 
volume  of  a  discharge  or  discharge  from 
a  bypass  system  caused  by  precipitation 
within  any  24-hour  period  greater  than 
the  10-year,  24-hour  precipitation  event 
(or  snowmelt  of  equivalent  volume) 
shall  comply  with  the  following 


limitations  instead  of  the  limitations  set 
forth  in  paragraph  (a)(1)  of  this  section: 


BAT  Effluent  Limitations 


Maximum 

Average  of 
daily  valuer 

Pollutant  or  pollutant  property 

for  any  1 

for  30 

day 

consecutive 

days 

pH— Within  the  range  6.0 
to  9.0  at  all  times. 

(ii)  The  alternate  limitations  provided 
in  paragraph  (a)(2)(i)  of  this  section  shall 
apply  only  if: 

(A)  The  treatment  facility  is  designed, 
constructed,  operated  and  maintained  to 
contain  the  volume  of  water  which 
would  drain  into  the  treatment  facility 
from  active  mining  areas  and 
reclamation  areas  during  a  10-year,  24- 
hour  or  larger  precipitation  event  (or 
snowmelt  of  equivalent  volume); 

(B)  The  treatment  facility  is  designed, 
constructed,  operated  and  maintained  to 
achieve  the  effluent  limitations  set  forth 
in  paragraph  (a)(1)  of  this  section  at  all 
times  except  during  precipitation  events 
greater  than  the  10-year,  24-hour 
precipitation  event  (or  snowmelt  of 
equivalent  volume);  and 

(C)  The  pH  in  the  final  effluent 
remains  in  the  range  of  6.0  to  9.0  during 
the  precipitation  event  (or  snowmelt). 
The  operator  shall  have  the  burden  of 
proof  that  the  preceding  conditions  have 
been  met  in  order  to  qualify  for  the 
alternate  limitations  in  paragraph 
(a)(2)(i)  of  this  section. 

(b)  Underground  Mine  Drainage 

The  limitations  in  this  subsection 
apply  to  discharges  from  the 
underground  workings  of  underground 
mines  until  bond  release. 

(1)  Except  as  provided  in  40  CFR 

125.30-125.32,  and  §§  434.61  and  434.62 
of  this  Part  434,  the  following  limitations 
establish  the  concentration  or  quality  of 
pollutants  in  acid  or  ferruginous  mine 
drainage  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
subsection  after  application  of  the  best 
available  technology  economically 
achievable: 


BAT  Effluent  Limitations 


Average  of 

Maximum 

daily  values 

Pollutant  or  pollutant  property 

for  any  t 

for  30 

day 

consecutive 

days 

Concentration  in  mg/I 

7.0 

3.5 

Manganese,  total . 

4.0 

2.0 

(2)  Except  as  provided  in  40  CFR 

125.30-125.32,  and  §  434.61  of  this  Part 
434,  the  following  limitations  establish 
the  concentration  or  quality  of 
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pollutants  in  alkaline  mine  drainage 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
subsection  after  application  of  the  best 
available  technology  economically 
achievable: 


BAT  Effluent  Limitations 


Pollutant  or  pollutant  property 

Maximum 
lor  any  1 
day 

Average  of 
daily  values 
lor  30 
consecutive 
days 

Concentration  in  mg/I 

7.0 

3.5 

§  434.54  effluent  limitations  guidelines 
representing  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  application  of 
the  best  conventional  pollutant  control 
technology  (BCT). 

(a)  Reclamation  Areas.  The 
limitations  of  this  subsection  apply  to 
discharges  from  reclamation  areas 
through  bond  release.  Except  as 
provided  in  40  CFR  125.30-125.32  and 
§  434.61  of  the  Part  434,  the  following 
limitations  establish  the  concentration 
or  quality  of  pollutants  which  may  be 
discharged  by  a  point  source  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  this  subsection  after 
application  of  the  best  conventional 
pollutant  control  technology  (BCT): 


BCT  Effluent  Limitations 


Maximum 

Average  of 
daily  values 

Pollutant  or  pollutant  properly 

for  any  1 

for  30 

day 

consecutive 

days 

pH— Within  the  range  6.0 
to  9.0  at  all  times. 

(b)  Underground  Mine  Drainage.  The 
limitations  of  this  subsection  apply  to 
discharges  from  the  underground 
workings  of  underground  mines  until 
bond  release.  Except  as  provided  in  40 
CFR  125.30-125.32,  and  §§434.61  and 
434.62  of  this  Part  434,  the  following 
limitations  establish  the  concentration 
or  quality  of  pollutants  which  may  be 
discharged  by  a  point  source  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  this  subsection  after 
application  of  the  best  conventional 
pollutant  control  technology: 


BCT  Effluent  Limitations 


Pollutant  or  pollutant  property 

Maximum 
for  any  1 
day 

Average  of 
daily  values 
for  30 

consecutive 

days 

Concentration  in  mg/I 

TSS . 

pH— Within  the  range  6.0 
to  9.0  at  all  tunes. 

70.0 

35.0 

§  434.55  New  Source  Performance 
Standards  (NSPS). 

The  following  new  source 
performance  standards  shall  apply  to 
the  post-mining  areas  of  all  new  source 
coal  mines: 

(a)  Reclamation  Areas.  The  standards 
of  this  subsection  apply  to  discharges 
from  reclamation  areas  at  new  source 
coal  mines  until  bond  release.  (1)  Except 
as  provided  in  §  434.61  of  this  Part  434, 
the  following  new  source  performance 
standards  shall  be  achieved  for  a 
discharge  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
this  subsection: 


NSPS  Effluent  Limitations 


Pollutant  or  pollutant  property 

Maximum 
for  any  1 
day 

Average  of 
daily  values 
for  30 
consecutive 
days 

0.5  ml/I 

pH— Within  the  range  6.0 
to  9.0  at  all  times. 

(2)(i).  Any  overflow,  increase  in 
volume  of  a  discharge  or  discharge  from 
a  bypass  system  caused  by  precipitation 
within  a  24-hour  period  greater  than  the 
10-year,  24-hour  precipitation  event  (or 
snowmelt  of  equivalent  volume)  shall 
comply  with  the  following  limitations 
instead  of  the  limitations  set  forth  in 
paragraph  (a)(1)  of  this  section: 

NSPS  Effluent  Limitations 


Average  of 
Maximum  daily  values 

Pollutant  or  pollutant  properly  for  any  1  for  30 

day  consecutive 

days 


pH— Within  the  range  6.0 
to  9.0  at  all  times. 


(ii)  The  alternate  limitations  provided 
in  paragraph  (a)(2)(i)  of  this  section  shall 
apply  only  if: 

(A)  The  treatment  facility  is  designed, 
constructed,  operated  and  maintained  to 
contain  the  volume  of  water  which 
would  drain  into  the  treatment  facility 
from  active  mining  areas  and 
reclamation  areas  during  a  10-year,  24- 
hour  or  larger  precipitation  event  (or 
snowmelt  of  equivalent  volume); 

(B)  The  treatment  facility  is  designed, 
constructed,  operated  and  maintained  to 
achieve  the  effluent  limitations  set  forth 
in  paragraph  (a)(1)  of  this  section  at  all 
times  except  during  precipitation  events 
greater  than  the  10-year,  24-hour 
precipitation  event  (or  snowmelt  of 
equivalent  volume);  and 

(C)  The  pH  in  the  final  effluent 
remains  in  the  range  of  6.0  to  9.0  during 
the  precipitation  event  (or  snowmelt). 
The  operator  shall  have  the  burden  of 
proof  that  the  preceding  conditions  have 


been  met  in  order  to  qualify  for  the 
alternate  limitations  in  paragraph 
(a)(2)(i)  of  this  section. 

(b)  Underground  Mine  Drainage. 

The  standards  in  this  subsection 
apply  to  discharges  from  the 
underground  workings  of  new  source 
underground  mines  until  bond  release. 

(1)  Except  as  provided  in  §§  434.61 
and  434.62  of  this  Part  434,  the  following 
new  source  performance  standards  shall 
be  achieved  for  the  discharge  of  any 
acid  or  ferruginous  mine  drainage 
subject  to  this  subsection: 


NSPS  Effluent  Limitations 


Pollutant  or  pollutant 
property 

Maximum  for 
any  t  day 

Average  of 
daily  values 
for  30 

consecutive 

days 

Concentration  in  mg/I 

Iron,  total . 

7.0 

3.5 

Manganese,  total . 

4.0 

20 

TSS . 

pH— Within  the  range  6.0 
to  9.0  at  all  times. 

70. 

35. 

(2)  Except  as  provided  in  §  434.61  of 
this  Part  434,  the  following  new  source 
performance  standards  shall  be 
achieved  for  the  discharge  of  any 
alkaline  mine  drainage  subject  to  this 
subsection: 


NSPS  Effluent  Limitations 


Pollutant  or  pollutant 
property 

Maximum  for 
any  t  day 

Average  of 
daily  values 
for  30 

consecutive 

days 

Concentration  in  mg/I 

7.0 

3.5 

TSS . 

pH— Within  the  range  60 
to  9.0  at  all  times. 

70. 

35. 

Subpart  F— Miscellaneous  Provisions 
§  434.60  Applicability. 

The  provisions  of  this  Subpart  F  apply 
to  this  Part  434  as  specified  in  Subparts 
B,  C,  D  and  E. 

§  434.61  Commingling  of  Waste  Streams. 

Where  waste  streams  from  any 
facility  covered  by  this  Part  are 
combined  for  treatment  or  discharge 
with  waste  streams  from  another 
facility,  the  concentration  of  each 
pollutant  in  the  combined  discharge  may 
not  exceed  the  most  stringent  limitations 
for  the  pollutant  applicable  to  any 
component  waste  stream  of  the 
discharge. 

§  434.62  Alternate  Effluent  Limitation  for 
pH. 

Where  the  application  of 
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neutralization  and  sedimentation 
treatment  technology  results  in  inability 
to  comply  with  the  otherwise  applicable 
manganese  limitations,  the  permit  issuer 
may  allow  the  pH  level  in  the  final 
effluent  to  exceed  9.0  to  a  small  extent 
in  order  that  the  manganese  limitations 
can  be  achieved. 

§  434.63  Effluent  Limitations  During 
Precipitation  Events. 

(a)  Any  overflow,  increase  in  volume 
of  a  discharge  or  discharge  from  a 
bypass  system  caused  by  precipitation 
within  any  24-hour  period  less  than  or 
equal  to  the  10-year,  24-hour 
precipitation  e  v'ent  (or  snowmelt  of 
equivalent  volume)  shall  comply  with 
the  following  limitations  instead  of  the 
otherwise  applicable  limitations: 


Effluent  Limitations  During  Precipitation 


Pollutant  or  pollutant  property 

Maximum 
for  any  1 
day 

Average  of 
daily  values 
for  30 
consecutive 
days 

0.5  ml/1 

pH— Within  the  range  of  6.0 
to  9.0  at  all  times. 

(b)  Any  overflow,  increase  in  volume 
of  a  discharge  or  discharge  from  a 
bypass  system  caused  by  precipitation 
within  any  24-hour  period  greater  than 
the  10-year,  24-hour  precipitation  event 
(or  snowmelt  of  equivalent  volume) 
shall  comply  with  the  following 
limitations  instead  of  the  otherwise 
applicable  limitations: 

Effluent  Limitations  During  Precipitation 

Average  of 
Maximum  daily  values 

Pollutant  or  pollutant  property  for  any  1  for  30 

day  consecutive 
days 

pH— Within  the  range  of  6.0 

to  9.0  at  all  times. 

(c)  The  alternate  limitations  provided 
in  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  this  section 
shall  apply  only  if: 

(1)  The  treatment  facility  is  designed, 
constructed,  operated  and  maintained  to 
contain  at  a  minimum  the  volume  of 
water  which  would  drain  into  the 
treatment  facility  from  active  mining 
areas  and  reclamation  areas  during  the 
10-year,  24-hour  precipitation  event  (or 
snowmelt  of  equivalent  volume): 

(2)  The  treatment  facility  is  designed, 
constructed,  operated  and  maintained  to 
consistently  achieve  the  effluent 
limitations  set  forth  in  §  434.22  (a), 

§  434.22  (b),  §  434.23  (a),  §  434.23  (b). 

§  434.24  (a),  §  434.25  (b).  §  434.32  (a), 

§  434.33  (a).  §  434.34  (a),  §  434.35  (a), 


§  434.42  (a),  §  434.43  (a),  §  434.44  (a),  or 
§  434.45  (a)  of  this  Part  during  periods  of 
no  precipitation  (or  snowmelt);  and 

(3)  The  pH  in  the  final  effluent 
remains  in  the  range  of  6.0  to  9.0  during 
the  precipitation  event  (or  snowmelt). 

The  operator  shall  have  the  burden  of 
proof  that  the  preceding  conditions  have 
been  met  in  order  to  qualify  for  the 
alternate  limitations  in  paragraphs  (a) 
and  (b)  of  this  section: 

Appendix — Determination  of  Settleable 
Solids 

The  following  procedure  is  used  to 
determine  settleable  solids: 

Fill  an  Imhoff  cone  to  the  one-liter  mark 
with  a  thoroughly  mixed  sample.  Allow  to 
settle  undisturbed  for  45  minutes.  Gently  stir 
along  the  inside  surface  of  the  cone  with  a 
stirring  rod.  Allow  to  settle  undisturbed  for  15 
minutes  longer.  Record  the  volume  of  settled 
material  in  the  cone  as  milliliters  per  liter. 
Where  a  separation  of  settleable  and  floating 
materials  occurs,  do  not  include  the  floating 
material  in  the  reading. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16053  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6560-29-M 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

50  CFR  Parts  13  and  21 

Deletion  of  the  Permit  Requirement  To 
Import  or  Export  Migratory  Birds 

AGENCY:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Proposed  Rule. 

summary:  The  Service  would  amend  50 
CFR  Part  21,  which  is  promulgated  under 
authority  of  the  Migratory  Bird  Treaty 
Act,  to  delete  the  import  and  export 
permit  requirement  found  at  50  CFR 
21.21.  Importers  and  exporters  of 
lawfully  possessed  migratory  birds, 
including  parts  and  products,  would  no 
longer  be  required  to  obtain  a  permit 
from  the  Service,  but  still  would  have  to 
comply  with  other  applicable  provisions 
of  State  and  Federal  law.  The  import 
and  export  permit  requirement  was 
established  in  1961,  before  a  number  of 
statutes  were  enacted  which  collectively 
restrict  or  prohibit  the  importation  or 
exportation  of  most  migratory  birds. 
Also,  the  possession  of  migratory  birds 
is  now  highly  regulated.  The  combined 
effect  on  migratory  birds  of  the  other 
import  and  export  controls  and  the 
Service’s  own  enforcement  of  the 
possession  prohibitions  enables  the 
Service  to  maintain  effective 
enforcement  of  the  Migratory  Bird 
Treaty  Act  without  the  import  and 
export  permit  requirement. 


DATES:  Comments  on  the  proposed  rule 
must  be  received  on  or  before  June  29, 
1981. 

addresses:  The  policy  of  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  is,  whenever 
practicable,  to  afford  the  public  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
rulemaking  process.  Accordingly, 
interested  persons  may  submit  written 
comments,  suggestions,  or  objections 
regarding  the  proposed  regulations. 
Comments  may  be  mailed  to  Director 
(LE),  Fish  and  wildlife  Service,  P.O.  Box 
28006,  Washington,  D.C.  20005,  or 
delivered  weekdays  to  the  Division  of 
Law  Enforcement,  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  3rd  Floor,  1375  K  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20005,  between  7:45 
a.m.  and  4:15  p.m.  Comments  should 
bear  the  identifying  notation  REG  21-02- 
12.  All  materials  received  may  also  be 
inspected  weekdays  during  normal 
business  hours  at  the  Service’s  Division 
of  Law  Enforcement,  3rd  Floor,  1375  K 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
John  T.  Webb,  Branch  of  Investigations, 
Division  of  Law  Enforcement,  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  U.S.  Department  of  the 
Interior,  P.O.  Box  28006,  Washington, 

D.C.  20005,  telephone:  (202)  343-9242. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

Among  the  various  wildlife  laws 
enforced  by  the  Service  is  the  Migratory 
Bird  Treaty  Act,  16  U.S.C.  703-712.  The 
purpose  of  the  Migratory  Bird  Treaty 
Act  (hereinafter  “MBTA”)  is  to 
implement  four  bilateral  treaties  which 
the  United  States  has  signed  with 
Canada,  Mexico,  Japan,  and  the  Soviet 
Union  for  the  conservation  of  migratory 
birds.  Section  2  of  the  MBTA  (16  U.S.C. 
703)  lists  the  comprehensive 
prohibitions  developed  to  implement 
those  treaties,  and  reads  in  part  as 
follows: 

Unless  and  except  as  permitted  by 
regulations  made  as  hereinafter  provided  in 
this  subchapter,  it  shall  be  unlawful  at  any 
time,  by  any  means  or  in  any  manner,  to 
pursue,  hunt,  take,  capture,  kill,  attempt  to 
take,  capture,  or  kill,  possess,  offer  for  sale, 
sell,  offer  to  barter,  barter,  offer  to  purchase, 
purchase,  deliver  for  shipment,  ship,  export. 
import,  cause  to  be  shipped,  exported,  or 
imported,  deliver  for  transportation,  transport 
or  cause  to  be  transported,  carry  or  cause  to 
be  carried,  or  receive  for  shipment, 
transportation,  carriage,  or  export  any 
migratory  bird,  any  part,  nest,  or  egg  of  any 
such  bird,  or  any  product,  whether  or  not 
manufactured,  which  consists,  or  is 
composed  in  whole  or  part,  of  any  such  bird 
or  any  part,  nest,  or  egg  thereof  *  *  * 
(Emphasis  added.) 
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In  response  to  these  prohibitions, 
Federal  regulations  have  been 
promulgated  to  authorize  activities  with 
migratory  birds  which  otherwise  are 
prohibited.  These  regulations  now 
appear  in  50  CFR  Parts  20  and  21,  and 
initially  were  published  under  the 
authority  of  16  U.S.C.  704,  but  now  are 
also  published  under  the  authority  of  16 
U.S.C.  712.  These  regulations  authorize  a 
number  of  activities  without  a  Service 
permit,  such  as  migratory  game  bird 
hunting.  However,  since  1918  a  permit 
has  been  required  to  import  or  export  all 
but  a  few  migratory  birds  which  are  not 
killed  while  hunting.  Until  1961  authority 
to  import  or  export  migratory  birds  was 
routinely  authorized  by  standard  form 
permits  issued  for  propagating  and 
scientific  collecting.  A  separate  permit 
to  import  or  export  migratory  birds 
distinct  from  the  other  standard  form 
permits  was  not  created  until  November 
29, 1961  (26  FR  11247).  This  import  and 
export  permit  requirement  is  now  found 
at  50  CFR  21.21.  The  other  standard  form 
permits  found  in  50  CFR  Part  21  no 
longer  routinely  authorize  import  and 
export  of  migratory  birds. 

Need  for  the  Amendment 

Rules  appearing  at  50  CFR  Part  21 
now  require  a  Service  permit  issued 
under  50  CFR  21.21  to  import  or  export 
lawfully  possessed  migratory  birds.  The 
term  “migratory  bird”  is  broadly  defined 
by  50  CFR  10.12  as  follows: 

“Migratory  bird”  means  any  bird,  whatever 
its  origin  and  whether  or  not  raised  in 
captivity,  which  belongs  to  a  species  listed  in 
10.13,  or  which  is  a  mutation  or  a  hybrid  of 
any  such  species,  including  any  part,  nest,  or 
egg  of  any  such  bird,  or  any  product,  whether 
or  not  manufactured,  which  consists,  or  is 
composed  in  whole  or  part,  of  any  such  bird 
or  any  part,  nest,  or  egg  thereof. 

This  permit  requirement,  which  is  not 
mandated  by  the  MBTA,  would  be 
eliminated  in  favor  of  other  existing 
controls  which  regulate  the  importation 
or  exportation  of  certain  species  of 
migratory  birds.  For  instance,  Service 
regulations  promulgated  under  authority 
of  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973 
(50  CFR  Part  17),  the  Convention  on 
international  Trade  in  Endangered 
Species  of  Wild  Fauna  and  Flora  (50 
CFR  Part  23),  and  the  Eagle  Protection 
Act  (50  CFR  Part  22)  would  continue  to 
restrict  or  prohibit  the  importation  or 
exportation  of  particular  species  of 
migratory  birds.  Further,  Department  of 
Agriculture  regulations  (9  CFR  Parts  92 
and  94)  would  continue  to  regulate  the 
importation  of  live  poultry  (which 
includes  some  migratory  birds)  and 
other  live  birds  (which  includes  the 
remaining  migratory  birds),  and  the 
importation  of  the  carcasses,  parts, 


products,  and  eggs  of  poultry,  game 
birds,  and  other  birds.  Finally,  the  Tariff 
Classification  Act  of  1962  (16  U.S.C. 

1202)  would  continue  to  prohibit  the 
importation  of  most  migratory  bird 
feathers  and  skins. 

The  Service’s  enforcement  effort 
under  the  MBTA  would  also  remain 
effective.  It  now  concentrates  upon  the 
taking,  possession,  and  commercial  use 
of  migratory  birds,  and  not  upon  their 
importation  or  exportation.  Of  these, 
reliance  upon  the  Service’s  regulation  of 
possession  would  be  an  effective 
substitute  for  the  import/export  permit. 
Generally,  a  valid  permit  is  required  to 
lawfully  possess  a  migratory  bird. 
Exceptions  to  this  requirement  include 
the  possession  of:  (1)  migratory  game 
birds  taken  while  hunting,  (2)  migratory 
birds  lawfully  acquired  prior  to  the 
effective  date  of  Federal  protection 
under  the  Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Act, 
and  (3)  captive-reared  and  properly 
marked  mallard  ducks  and  other 
migratory  waterfowl.  While  no  figures 
are  available  on  the  number  of 
possession  permits  outstanding,  during 
1980  only  92  import  or  export  permits 
were  issued  under  50  CFR  21.21.  Even 
some  of  these  permits  were  joint  permits 
issued  under  the  authority  of  both  the 
MBTA  and  the  Convention  on 
International  Trade  in  Endangered 
Species  of  Wild  Fauna  and  Flora. 
Because  there  is  now  little  enforcement 
value  to  the  migratory  bird  import/ 
export  permit,  this  requirement  has  been 
identified  by  the  Department  as 
excessive,  unnecessary,  and 
burdensome. 

Description  of  the  Proposed  Rule 

Where  necessary  the  Service  would 
amend  50  CFR  Part  21  to  allow  the 
importation  or  exportation  of  lawfully 
possessed  migratory  birds  (as  defined 
by  50  CFR  10.12)  without  an  import  or 
export  permit  issued  by  the  Service 
under  50  CFR  21.21.  This  action  would 
not  affect  the  other  prohibitions 
applicable  to  migratory  birds.  Therefore, 
in  most  instances  a  permit  is  still 
required  to  lawfully  possess  any 
migratory  bird.  Also,  it  would  not  affect 
the  restrictions,  conditions,  or 
requirements  placed  by  50  CFR  Part  20 
on  the  importation  or  exportation  of 
migratory  game  birds  taken  while 
hunting. 

Determinations  of  Effects 

Executive  Order  12291  “Federal 
Regulation” — Is  this  a  “major”  rule? 

This  action  would  have  no  economic 
effect  and  no  expected  increases  in 
costs  or  prices  for  consumers,  individual 
industries,  Federal,  State,  or  local 
governments,  agencies,  or  geographic 


regions.  The  commercial  use  of 
migratory  birds  is  severely  limited  by 
regulations  promulgated  under  the 
Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Act  (50  CFR  Parts 
20  and  21).  Restricted  commercial  uses 
are  authorized  only  for  the  feathers  of 
migratory  waterfowl  killed  by  hunting 
and  for  captive-reared,' properly  marked 
mallard  ducks  and  other  migratory 
waterfowl.  As  noted  above,  the 
importation  of  most  migratory  bird 
feathers  would  remain  prohibited  by  the 
Tariff  Classification  Act  of  1962. 
However,  lawfully  possessed  feathers 
could  be  exported  without  a  migratory 
bird  export  permit.  Waterfowl 
propagators  could  import  or  export 
properly  marked  waterfowl,  whether 
alive  or  dead,  without  a  migratory  bird 
import  or  export  permit,  thereby 
eliminating  some  previous  restrictions. 

Also,  this  action  would  have  no 
adverse  effects  on  competition, 
employment,  investment,  productivity, 
innovation,  or  the  ability  of  United 
States-based  enterprises  to  compete 
with  foreign-based  enterprises  in  export 
markets  that  were  previously  closed 
because  of  export  prohibitions. 

However,  restriction  on  the  lawful 
possession  of  migratory  birds  will  not 
make  the  converse  true.  Foreign-based 
enterprises  would  be  given  no  edge  in 
domestic  markets  by  eliminating  the 
import  permit  requirement. 

Therefore,  in  accordance  with 
Executive  Order  12291,  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  has  determined  that  the 
proposed  rule  described  above  is  not 
major. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  and  43  CFR 
Part  14 — Will  this  rule  have  a  significant 
economic  effect  on  a  substantial  number 
of  small  entities? 

The  small  entities  likely  to  be  affected 
by  the  deletion  of  the  import/export 
permit  requirement  are  waterfowl 
propagators,  migratory  bird  researchers, 
and  falconers.  These  are  the  same  small 
entities  who  have  obtained  import/ 
export  permits.  During  1980,  92  permits 
were  issued  as  follows:  approximately 
65  to  waterfowl  propagators, 
approximately  18  to  migratory  bird 
researchers,  and  approximately  9  to 
falconers.  However,  the  percentage  of 
each  group  of  small  entities  affected  is 
very  low.  There  are  approximately  5,000 
waterfowl  propagators  and  between 
2,000  and  3,000  falconers  in  the  United 
States.  No  figures  are  available  on  the 
number  of  migratory  bird  researchers. 
Except  for  waterfowl  propagators  the 
economic  effect  of  this  action  would  be 
incidental,  because  the  migratory  birds 
are  not  possessed  for  commercial 
activity.  For  waterfowl  propagators  this 
action  would  eliminate  existing 
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administrative  burdens  for  a  small 
number  of  them  in  those  instances 
where  current  rules  prohibit  the 
importation  or  exportation  of  captive- 
bred  migratory  waterfowl  without  a 
permit.  Even  for  waterfowl  propagators 
the  economic  effect  is  minimal.  Most  of 
the  waterfowl  propagators  are  hobbyists 
and  only  a  small  percentage  of  the 
migratory  waterfowl  possessed  by  them 
are  for  commercial  purposes.  Because  of 
the  very  limited  lawful  commercial  uses 
of  migratory  birds  and  the  few  small 
entities  affected  by  this  action,  in 
accordance  with  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  and  43  CFR  Part  14,  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  has  certified 
that  the  proposed  rule  described  above 
will  not  have  a  significant  economic 
effect  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities. 

National  Environmental  Policy  Act 

A  draft  environmental  assessment  has 
been  prepared  in  conjunction  with  this 
proposal.  It  is  on  file  in  the  Service’s 
Division  of  Law  Enforcement  1375  K 
Street,  N.W.,  Suite  300,  Washington, 

D.C.  20005,  and  may  be  examined  during 
regular  business  hours.  Single  copies 
also  are  available  upon  request. 
Comments  on  the  draft  environmental 
assessment  should  be  mailed  or 
delivered  to  the  address  given  at  the 
beginning  of  this  proposal  during  the 
comment  period  on  the  proposed  rule. 

Public  Comments  Invited 

As  noted  above,  the  policy  of  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  is,  whenever 
practicable,  to  afford  the  public  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
rulemaking  process.  Interested  persons 
are  invited  to  submit  written  comments 
regarding  the  proposed  rule  or  the  draft 
environmental  assessment.  These 
comments  and  any  additional 
information  received  will  be  considered 
by  the  Departement  in  adopting  a  final 
rule.  Correspondence  should  be  mailed 
or  delivered  to  the  address  given  at  the 
beginning  of  this  proposal. 

The  primary  author  of  this  proposed 
rule  is  John  T.  Webb,  Division  of  Law 
Enforcement,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service. 

Regulation  Promulgation 

For  the  reason  set  out  in  the  preamble, 
Subchapter  B,  Chapter  I  of  Title  50,  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  is  proposed  to  be 
amended  as  follows: 

PART  13— GENERAL  PERMIT 
PROCEDURES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  Part  13 
reads  as  follows: 


Authority:  Lacey  Act,  62  Stat.  687,  as 
amended,  63  Stat.  89,  74  Stat.  753,  and  83  Stat. 
281  (187  U.S.C.  42-44);  Black  Bass  Act,  sec.  5, 

44  Stat.  576,  as  amended,  46  Stat.  846  (16 
U.S.C.  852c):  Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Act,  sec. 

3,  40  Stat.  755  (16  U.S.C.  704):  Bald  Eagle 
Protection  Act,  sec.  2,  54  Stat.  251  (16  U.S.C. 
668a);  Tariff  Classification  Act  of  1962, 19 
U.S.C.  1202,  “Schedule  1,  Part  15D,  Headnote 
2(d),  Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States," 

76  Stat.  72,  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973, 
section  11(f),  87  Stat.  884;  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Act  of  1956,  sec.  13(d),  86  Stat.  905  amending 
85  Stat.  480  (16  U.S.C.  742j-l);  Marine 
Mammal  Protection  Act  of  1972,  sec.  112(a), 

88  Stat.  1042  (16  U.S.C.  1382):  Act  of  August 
31, 1951,  Ch.  376,  Title  5,  section  501,  65  Stat. 
290  (31  U.S.C.  483a). 

§  13.12  [Amended] 

2.  Amend  §  13.12(b)  by  removing  the 
entry  “Import  or  export .  .  .  21.21”  under 
Migratory  bird  permits  on  the  list  of 
types  of  permits. 

PART  21— MIGRATORY  BIRD  PERMITS 

3.  Revise  the  authority  citation  for 
Part  21  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Act,  Sec. 

3,  Pub.  L.  65-186,  40  Stat.  755  (16  U.S.C.  704): 
Sec  3(h)(3),  Pub.  L.  95-616,  92  Stat.  3112  (16 
U.S.C.  712). 

4.  Amend  the  Table  of  Contents  by 
removing  the  entry  “Import  and  export 
permit”  after  §  21.21  and  replacing  it 
with  the  entry  “[Reserved].” 

§  21.1  [Amended] 

5.  Amend  §  21.1  by  removing  the 
words  “imported,  exported” 
immediately  after  the  word  “barter”  and 
immediately  before  the  word  “banding." 

§21.2  [Amended] 

6.  Amended  §  21.2(a)  by  removing  the 
words  “imported,  exported” 
immediately  after  the  word  “be”  and 
immediately  before  the  word 
“purchased." 

7.  Amend  §  21.2  by  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (d)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  21.2  Scope  of  regulations. 

***** 

(d)  Migratory  birds,  their  parts,  nests 
or  eggs  which  are  lawfully  possessed 
may  be  imported  or  exported  without  a 
Federal  migratory  bird  permit. 

§21.11  [Amended) 

8.  Amend  §  21.11  by  removing  the 
words  “export  or  import"  immediately 
after  the  word  "barter”  and  immediately 
before  the  word  “any.” 


21.13  [Amended] 

9.  Amend  the  introductory  paragraph 
of  §  21.13  by  removing  the  phrase 
“exported  (but  not  imported)” 
immediately  after  the  word 
“transported”  and  immediately  before 
the  words  “and  disposed.” 

§  21.21  [Removed] 

10.  §  21.21  is  removed  and  reserved. 
Dated:  May  11, 1981. 

C.  F.  Layton, 

Acting  Deputy,  Assistant  Secretary  for  Fish 
and  Wildlife  and  Parks. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16155  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-55-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

50  CFR  Part  682 

Western  Pacific  Fishery  Management 
Council;  Public  Hearings 

agency:  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration  (NOAA), 
Commerce. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Public  Hearings. 

SUMMARY:  The  Western  Pacific  Fishery 
Management  Council  announces  a 
series  of  hearings  to  receive  comments 
on  a  proposed  fishery  management 
program  for  billfish  fisheries  of  the 
Western  Pacific  Region  as  described  in 
the  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement/Fishery  Management  Plan 
(DEIS/FMP).  A  concise  summary  of  the 
proposed  billfish  management  program 
will  be  provided  at  each  public  hearing. 
These  hearings  are  being  held  in 
accordance  with  Section  302(h)(3)  of  the 
Magnuson  Fishery  Conservation  and 
Management  Act  and  Section  1506.6(c) 
of  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality's  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  regulations.  Comments  received  at 
these  hearings  and  on  the  DEIS/FMP,  as 
well  as  any  written  comments  received, 
will  be  taken  into  account  and 
addressed  in  the  preparation  of  the  Final 
Environmental  Impact  Statement/ 
Fishery  Management  Plan. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  July  13, 1981.  Individuals  or 
organizations  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  DEIS/FMP  may  do  so  at  public 
hearings  to  be  held  as  follows: 

June  16, 1981  Honolulu,  Hawaii 

June  17, 1981  Hilo,  Hawaii 

June  18, 1981  Kona,  Hawaii 

June  25, 1981  Pago  Pago,  American  Samoa 

June  29, 1981  Lihue,  Kauai 

June  30, 1981  Kahului,  Maui 

July  13, 1981  Agana,  Guam 
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ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to:  Chairman, 
Western  Pacific  Fishery  Management 
Council,  1164  Bishop  Street,  Honolulu, 
Hawaii  96813. 

Public  hearing  locations: 

June  16. 1981  West  Room,  Pagoda  Hotel,  1525 
Rycroft  Street,  Honolulu,  Hawaii  7:00  p.m. 
June  17, 1981  Hilo  County  Council  Room,  25 
Aupuni  Street,  Hilo,  Hawaii  7:00  p.m. 

June  18, 1981  Kona,  Hawaii  5:30  p.m.  (site  to 
be  announced) 

June  25, 1981  Conference  Center,  Rainmaker 
Hotel,  Pago  Pago,  American  Samoa  7:00 
p.m. 

June  29, 1981  Lihue  Library,  4344  Hardy 
Street,  Lihue,  Kauai  6:30  p.m. 

June  30, 1981  Kahului,  Maui  6:30  p.m.  (site  to 
be  announced) 

July  13. 1981  Guam  Reef  Hotel,  Tumon  Bay, 
Agana,  Guam  7:00  p.m. 

Copies  of  the  DEIS/FMP  are  available 
at  the  Council  office  as  well  as  the 
following  locations: 

Guam:  Division  of  Aquatic  and  Wildlife 
Resources,  Government  of  Guam,  P.O.  Box 
2367,  Guam,  M.I.  96921 
American  Samoa:  Office  of  Marine 
Resources,  Government  of  American 
Samoa,  P.O.  Box  3730,  Pago  Pago, 
American  Samoa  96799 


Honolulu:  Division  of  Fish  and  Game,  Hawaii 
Department  of  Land  and  Natural 
Resources,  1151  Punchbowl  Street, 
Honolulu,  Hawaii  96813 
Terminal  Island:  Southwest  Region,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  300  S.  Ferry 
Street,  Terminal  Island,  California  90731. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Svein  Fougner,  Executive  Director, 
Western  Pacific  Fishery  Management 
Council,  1164  Bishop  Street,  Suite 
1608,  Honolulu,  Hawaii  96813,  (808) 
523-1368 
or 

Mr.  Doyle  Gates,  Western  Pacific 
Program  Office,  Southwest  Region, 
NMFS,  P.O.  Box  3830,  Honolulu, 
Hawaii  96812,  (808)  946-2181. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Western  Pacific  Fishery  Management 
Council  and  the  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration  propose  to 
adopt  and  implement  an  FMP  for  Billfish 
Fisheries  of  the  Western  Pacific.  The 
FMP  recommends  a  conservation  and 
management  program  for  harvesting 
billfish  in  the  fishery  conservation  zone 
(FCZ)  of  the  central  and  western  Pacific 
Ocean.  The  FMP  presents  management 


measures  and  reporting  requirements  to 
regulate  the  take  of  billfish  by  foreign 
longline  vessels  in  the  FCZ  surrounding 
Hawaii,  Guam,  and  American  Samoa. 
The  FMP  recommends  continuation  and 
strengthening  of  State  and  Territorial 
reporting  requirements  to  better  monitor 
domestic  participation  in  the  billfish 
fisheries.  The  proposed  conservation 
and  management  program  is  intended  to 
achieve  the  optimum  yield  (OY)  for  the 
various  billfish  fisheries  conducted  in 
the  FCZ  of  the  Western  Pacific  Region. 
A  complementary  management  program 
is  proposed  for  consideration  and 
adoption  by  the  Department  of 
Commerce  for  the  longline  fisheries 
conducted  by  foreign  vessels  in  the  FCZ 
around  U.S.  island  possessions  in  the 
Pacific  Ocean. 

Dated:  May  26, 1981. 

Robert  K.  Crowell, 

Deputy  Executive  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16150  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  documents  other  than  rules  or 
proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the 
public.  Notices  of  hearings  and 
investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency 
decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of 
authority,  filing  of  petitions  and 
applications  and  agency  statements  of 
organization  and  functions  are  examples 
of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Food  and  Nutrition  Service 

Food  Stamp  Program;  Demonstration 
Project,  Alternative  Methods  of 
Delivering  Benefits 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Nutrition  Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Intent. 


SUMMARY:  This  Notice  announces  the 
Department  of  Agriculture's  intention  to 
sponsor  demonstrations  of  alternative 
methods  of  delivering  food  stamp 
benefits,  under  the  authority  of 
Subsections  17  (a)  and  (b)  of  the  Food 
Stamp  Act  of  1977.  “Delivery”  of 
benefits  encompasses  the  entire  process 
of  state  food  stamp  issuance  to  eligible 
households  and  their  redemption  at 
retail  food  stores.  These  activities 
include:  requisitioning  by  and  delivery 
of  coupons  to  the  state  agency; 
accountability  and  storage;  generation 
and  maintenance  of  household 
participation  Tiles;  production  and 
distribution  of  authorization  cards; 
coupon  issuance  and  transaction;  and, 
ultimately,  reconciliation  and  reporting. 
The  Department  solicits  applications 
from  interested  state  agencies  with 
innovative  methods  involving  all  or  part 
of  the  issuance  process  at  the  state  or 
local  project  level.  Particular  emphasis 
is  placed  in  this  demonstration  on 
alternative  methods  which  seek  to 
reduce  administrative  costs,  streamline 
operations,  and  improve  accountability 
and  security,  while  maintaining  or 
improving  service  to  recipients. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  29, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Marilyn  Carpenter,  Chief,  Program 
Research  and  Analysis  Branch,  Program 
Development  Division,  Family  Nutrition 
Programs,  Food  and  Nutrition  Service, 
USDA,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 
Telephone  (202)  447-8332. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Currently,  Food  Stamp  Program  benefits 
are  distributed  to  participating 
households  through  a  variety  of  different 
issuance  systems  or  methods — each 
administered  by  state  and  local 
agencies.  There  are  three  basic  systems: 
(1)  manual  household  issuance  record 
(HIR)  system  in  which  an  HIR  card 
maintained  in  a  local  issuance  office 
documents  each  certified  household’s 
eligibility  to  obtain,  and  its  receipt,  of 
food  coupons;  (2)  an  authorization  to 
participate  (ATP)  system  in  which  an 
ATP  card  showing  a  household's 
authorized  allotment  is  mailed  to  or 
picked  up  by  the  participant  and 
surrendered  to  local  issuance  agents  in 
exchange  for  coupons;  and  (3)  mail 
issuance  of  coupons  directly  to  certified 
households. 

Numerous  variables  exist  within  each 
of  these  systems.  This  has  the  effect  of 
creating  many  different  systems,  most  of 
which  are  unique  to  the  state,  project 
area,  or  geographical  location  it  serves. 
Inherent  in  these  systems,  and 
accounting  for  the  degree  of  variability, 
are  numerous  sub-processes  and 
activities  necessary  to  their  successful 
operation.  These  sub-functions  include 
requisitioning  by  and  delivery  of 
coupons  to  the  state  agency; 
accountability  and  storage;  generation 
and  maintenance  of  household 
participation  files;  production  and 
distribution  of  authorization  cards; 
coupon  issuance  and  transaction;  and 
ultimately,  reconciliation  and  reporting. 

With  the  sharp  increase  in  program 
participation  experienced  over  the  past 
decade,  the  Department  has  become 
increasingly  aware  of  the  need  to 
creatively  develop  an  issuance  system 
which  both  meets  the  needs  of 
participants  and  maintains  an 
acceptable  level  of  service  quality  and 
accountability.  The  increasing  emphasis 
on  fiscal  restraints  has  sharpened  the 
focus  on  reducing  potential  losses 
resulting  from  the  design  and  operation 
of  current  food  stamp  issuance  systems. 
The  Department  is  hereby  seeking 
suggestions  for  refining  and  improving 
existing  systems,  and  for  developing 
alternative  approaches. 

Currently  several  Food  Stamp  State 
Agencies  have  submitted  suggestions  for 
innovative  issuance  procedures.  Others 
have  implemented  corrective  actions 
designed  to  improve  the  operations  of 
current  systems.  Because  of  the 


activities  in  this  area  and  its  potential 
for  program  improvement,  the 
Department  is  proposing  to  undertake  a 
unified  effort  to  coordinate  these 
projects  and  thereby  expand  program 
knowledge  and  the  general  state  of  the 
art  related  to  coupon  issuance 
operations.  Therefore,  to  more 
effectively  tap  this  potential,  and  in 
recognition  of  the  limited  availability  of 
state  funds  to  support  project 
development,  the  Department 
announces  its  intent  to  aid  the 
development  of  alternative  issuance 
ideas  which  may  have  application  either 
to  the  program  as  a  whole  or  to  special 
areas  (e.g.,  urban,  high  crime,  etc.).  Such 
assistance  will  take  the  form  of  grants  to 
the  state  agencies  involved  or,  if 
applicable,  their  counterpart  at  the  local 
agency  level.  The  following  Notice  of 
Intent  solicits  applications  from 
interested  state  agencies  or  their  local 
counterparts. 

Notice  of  Intent 

Subsection  17(a)  of  the  Food  Stamp 
Act  of  1977  permits  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  to  undertake  research  that 
will  “*  *  *•  improve  the  administration 
and  effectiveness  of  the  Food  Stamp 
Program  in  delivering  nutrition-related 
benefits.”  Accordingly,  the  Department 
announces  its  intention  to  provide 
grants  to  state  welfare  agencies  to 
conduct  research  or  developmental 
activities  that  will  improve  the  issuance 
of  food  stamp  benefits  to  eligible 
households. 

The  types  of  alternative  issuance 
projects  known  to  the  Department 
encompass  a  wide-ranging  variety  of 
techniques  and  procedures.  Examples  of 
some  of  the  large/scale  efforts  suggested 
to  FNS,  under  consideration,  or  being 
demonstrated  include: 

•  A  direct  delivery  program  which 
requires  participants  in  areas  with 
historically  high  loss  rates  to  travel  to 
designated  issuance  sites  to  collect  their 
authorization-to-purchase  (ATP)  cards 
and  redeem  them  for  coupons.  The 
direct  delivery  system  permits  some 
control  over  the  schedule  of  ATP 
redemption  to  reduce  crowds  at 
issuance  sites,  reduces  the  number  of 
lost  or  stolen  ATPs,  and  decreases  the 
likelihood  of  fraudulent  acquisition  of 
coupons. 

•  Automated  issuance  of  food 
coupons  by  an  electronic  teller  machine 
similar  to  those  now  provided  by  banks 
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for  cash  transactions.  This  procedure,  if 
feasible,  would  permit  closer  control  of 
the  amount  of  coupons  issued  to 
households,  eliminate  the  need  for 
separate  distribution  of  ATPs  (relying 
instead  on  special  identification  cards), 
and  reduce  issuance  staffing. 

•  Adaptation  of  an  electronic  funds 
transfer  system  to  provide  benefits  for 
special  categories  of  Food  Stamp 
Program  participants,  such  as  the  elderly 
and  SSI  recipients,  at  participating 
banks. 

•  Replacement  of  ATPs  and  coupons 
by  a  credit  authorization  system 
permitting  households  to  present  a 
credit  card  at  the  retail  food  store  and 
obtain  food  products.  Direct  computer 
links  between  the  retailer  and  state 
agency  food  stamp  files  would  permit 
rapid  verification  of  entitlement  and 
authorization  of  food  purchase  by  store 
personnel. 

Although  most  of  these  examples  have 
a  technological  orientation  requiring 
new  equipment  and  machinery,  FNS  is 
equally  interested  in  less  radical 
changes  to  current  issuance  procedures, 
for  example,  state  and  local  agencies 
are  encouraged  to  submit  proposals  to 
examine  alternative  means  of 
identification  or  new  approaches  to 
reconcile  issuance  transactions,  identify 
and  investigate  possibly  fraudulent 
redemptions,  process  claims,  and 
initiate  prosecution  when  appropriate. 

Requirements  for  Alternative  Issuance 
Systems 

An  issuance  system  must  attempt  to 
satisfy  a  number  of  basic  operational 
and  service  requirements.  For 
alternative  issuance  projects,  the 
requirements  to  be  met  will  vary 
according  to  the  extent  to  which  the 
suggested  alternatives  would  replace  the 
existing  issuance  system.  Complete 
satisfaction  of  every  item  listed  below 
may  be  inappropriate  or  impossible  for 
certain  alternatives,  the  following  list 
contains  the  basic  requirements  which 
the  Department  would  like  the 
alternatives  to  address,  as  appropriate: 

1.  The  alternative  issuance  system 
should  maintain  at  least  the  same  level 
of  access  and  equality  of  treatment  now 
afforded  participants  in  receiving  their 
coupons  and  obtaining  food  from  retail 
outlets. 

2.  System  access  should  be  limited,  as 
under  current  guidelines,  to  only  those 
participants  authorized  to  receive 
benefits  and  those  employees  necessary 
to  provide  the  benefits. 

3.  Current  guidelines  for  separation  of 
responsibilities  should  be  followed.  No 
one  person  or  group  should  create  and 
maintain  household  issuance  records 
and  provide  benefits  to  households. 


4.  The  system  should  be  able  to 
handle  peak  demands  for  service 
without  breakdown  or  delay.  For 
example,  in  a  computerized  delivery 
system,  numerous  simultaneous 
inquiries  must  be  possible  without 
overloading  equipment  or  imposing 
lengthy  access  delays. 

5.  The  system  should  contain 
appropriate  back-up  procedures  for  use 
during  mechanical  system  failures  or 
natural  disasters  to  maintain  timely  and 
accurate  benefit  delivery.  Descriptions 
of  the  back-up  system  should  be 
included  in  any  application  for  Federal 
assistance. 

6.  The  alternative  issuance  system 
should  maintain  at  least  the  same  level 
of  accountability  for  program  funds  now 
required  of  state  agencies,  and  should 
provide  readily  accessible  records 
which  identify  households  and  the 
amount  of  benefits  received  through  the 
alternative  system  provided. 

7.  The  system  should  be  able  to 
quickly  identify  and  follow-up  on 
system  input  or  participant  errors  which 
come  to  the  agency’s  attention. 

8.  Households  entitled  to  expedited 
service  would  have  to  be  provided 
benefits  in  accordance  with  §  274.2(g)  of 
the  Food  Stamp  Program  Regulations. 

9.  Households  moving  to  other  project 
areas  would  have  to  be  provided 
benefits  on  a  timely  basis  as  stipulated 
in  §  273.19  of  the  Food  Stamp  Program 
Regulations.  For  alternative  systems 
which  substitute  other  forms  of  benefits 
for  coupons,  the  state  agency  must 
provide  coupons  before  the  household 
departs  the  project  area,  so  that  benefits 
may  continue  uninterrupted  in  project 
areas  outside  of  the  demonstration. 

Contractor  Negotiations 

Except  as  noted  below,  selection  of  a 
contractor  to  operate  or  assist  in  the 
operation  of  the  alternative  issuance 
system  shall  be  the  responsibility  of  the 
state  agency  or  the  local  counterpart 
delegated  this  responsibility.  Selection 
shall  be  in  accordance  with  prescribed 
state  agency  contracting  procedures. 
Applicants  should  not  however  begin 
contract  negotiations  prior  to 
notification  from  FNS  that  their  full 
application  has  been  approved. 

Applications 

Who  Can  Apply 

State  welfare  agencies  or  their  local 
counterparts  responsible  for  the 
administration  of  the  Food  Stamp 
Program  may  seek  assistance  from  FNS 
for  alternative  issuance  demonstration 
projects.  All  applications  shall  be 
submitted  in  accordance  with  all 
appropriate  requirements  as  established 


under  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  Circular  A-95  and  must  be 
signed  by  the  representative  with  the 
authority  to  commit  the  sponsor  to  the 
demonstration  project.  To  ensure  that  no 
commitment  is  made  without  the  advice 
and  consent  of  appropriate  officials,  the 
following  requirements  must  be  met 
before  the  Department  will  consider  the 
application: 

(1)  If  any  local  administrative  unit 
(e.g.,  county  or  district)  submits  an 
application  to  conduct  an  issuance 
demonstration,  written  concurrence 
from  the  state  central  office  must 
accompany  the  application. 

(2)  If  other  state  agencies  or  units/ 
functions  within  the  state  agency  will  be 
involved  in  this  project  (e.g.,  in  the 
delivery  of  benefits  or  notification  of 
participants  about  the  demonstration), 
their  willingness  to  participate  must  be 
documented  as  well. 

How  to  Apply 

State  agencies  seeking  FNS’ 
assistance  for  an  alternative  issuance 
project  should  initially  contact  FNS  with 
a  letter  describing  the  basic  design  of 
the  proposed  system  and  providing  a 
rationale  for  its  implementation. 

Some  estimation  of  the  feasibility  and 
cost-effectiveness  of  the  system  planned 
should  be  provided,  including  a  rough 
estimate  of  the  differences  in  costs 
associated  with  the  innovation  and  the 
system  it  replaces.  If  the  system 
involves  the  use  of  machinery, 
equipment,  or  other  technical  services 
which  are  not  currently  available 
commercially,  the  state  agency  should 
be  quite  specific  about  how  they  plan  to 
procure  these  services. 

The  letter  shall  be  submitted  to: 
Director,  Program  Development 
Division,  Family  Nutrition  Programs, 
Food  and  Nutrition  Service,  USDA, 

Room  658  GHI  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250.  If  the  letter  originates  at  a 
level  below  the  state  agency  (e.g.,  a 
local  project  wishes  to  try  a  new 
automated  issuance  program),  then  the 
endorsement  of  an  appropriate  state 
agency  official  shall  be  included.  The 
letter  should  also  contain  the  name, 
address,  and  telephone  number  of  the 
person(s)  to  contact  about  the  idea.  The 
deadline  for  submission  of  the  letter 
shall  be  90  days  from  the  date  of  this 
notice;  letters  postmarked  after  that  date 
may  not  be  considered. 

After  screening  of  the  initial  ideas, 
and  within  60  days  of  the  deadline  cited 
above,  selected  state  and  local  agencies 
will  be  asked  to  submit  a  complete 
application  for  assistance.  Applicants 
shall  use  the  Application  for  Federal 
Assistance  Form  (Standard  Form  AD- 
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623),  prescribed  by  the  OMB  Circular  A- 
102,  for  this  purpose.  Application  kits 
containing  AD-623  and  other  pertinent 
materials  will  be  available  from  FNS  by 
contacting  the  Program  Development 
Division  at  (202)  447-8332.  Any 
questions  about  the  project  may  also  be 
directed  to  that  office.  Completed 
applications  shall  be  submitted  in  one 
original  and  two  copies  within  60  days 
of  notification  to  the:  Director,  Program 
Development  Division,  Family  Nutrition 
Programs,  Food  and  Nutrition  Service, 
USDA,  Room  658,  GHI  Building, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250.  Attention: 
Alternative  Issuance  Demonstration 
Project. 

What  Must  be  Included  on  the 
Application 

Full  applications  should  be  submitted 
only  after  the  sponsor  has  received 
preliminary  approval  from  the 
Department  of  the  Initial  letter.  Sponsor 
applications  must  include  as  a  minimum, 
the  information  outlined  below: 

I.  Background 

A.  Description  of  proposed  test  site(s), 
including: 

1.  Demographic  and  socioeconomic 
characteristics  of  general  population, 
and  food  stamp  participants. 

2.  Number  of  participants  and  value  of 
issuance,  both  currently  and  historically. 

B.  Description  of  current  issuance 
procedures. 

C.  Rationale  for  modification  of 
current  procedure  (include  magnitude  of 
specific  issuance  problems,  e.g., 
replacement  ATPs,  deficient 
reconciliation,  restricted  service). 

D.  Brief  overview  of  proposed  system 
or  modifications  including  proposed 
duration  of  the  project.  (Present 
rationale  for  the  time-period  chosen, 
especially  for  those  which  exceed 
twelve-months  duration.) 

II.  Description  of  Proposed  System 

A.  Detailed  description  of  proposed 
issuance  procedures  noting  any: 

1.  Revisions  to  state  or  local  program 
guidelines,  instructions,  and  procedures. 

2.  Data  processing  or  other  equipment 
needs. 

B.  Identification  of  waivers  of  Food 
Stamp  Program  Regulations,  as  needed. 
(State  agencies  are  responsible  for 
providing  the  Department  with 
appropriate  waiver  requests.) 

C.  Anticipated  effects. 

III.  Work  Plan  • 

A.  Description  of  implementation 
requirements,  including: 

1.  Plans  for  transition  to  new  system, 
including  contingency  plans  in  the  event 


that  “start-up”  problems  encountered 
delay  the  placement  of  households  on 
the  new  program  or  provision  of 
benefits. 

2.  Plans  for  informing  participants, 
both  current  and  potentially  eligible, 
prior  to  project  initiation  and 
termination. 

3.  Any  proposed  contractual 
agreements  with  private  firms,  local 
service  agencies,  clearly  contrasting 
responsibilities  of  the  state  or  local 
agency  with  those  of  the  contractor  and 
other  agencies. 

4.  Staffing  needs. 

a.  Hire  or  assign  project  staff. 

b.  Staff  training. 

5.  Acquisition  of  facilities  or 
equipment. 

6.  Revision  of  guidelines,  handbooks, 
instructions. 

B.  Discussion  of  foreseeable  problems 
and  potential  solutions. 

C.  Schedule  for  development  and 
implementation. 

D.  Staffing  patterns  (including 
designation  of  project  director). 

IV.  Budget 

Detailed  budget  information  should  be 
provided  as  prescribed  on  Form  AD-623. 
Pertinent  explanations  of  cited  budget 
items  should  be  provided,  if  their 
inclusion  is  not  self-explanatory. 

Departmental  Responsibilities 

The  Department’s  Food  and  Nutrition 
Service  (FNS)  will  monitor  the  operation 
of  the  demonstration  as  provided  under 
“Monitoring”  (below).  FNS  will  provide 
funding  for  the  demonstration  project 
based  on  the  budget  negotiated  with  the 
State  agency.  FNS  will,  under  separate 
contract,  provide  for  an  evaluation  of 
selected  projects,  in  order  to  assess 
cost-effectiveness  and  suitability  for 
large  scale  replication.  (Appendix  A  of 
the  Statement  of  Work  contained  in  the 
Department’s  RFP  for  this  evaluation 
contract,  provides  a  conceptual 
framework  for  the  development  of 
criteria  to  assess  alternative  food  stamp 
issuance  systems.  Interested  parties 
may  find  this  a  useful  aid  in  developing 
their  projects.  Copies  will  be  available 
upon  request  from  the  same  office  as 
application  kits.) 

Records 

All  records  pertaining  to  this 
demonstration  shall  be  available  to  FNS 
representatives  or  their  designees  upon 
request  for  purposes  of  inspection  and 
verification.  Such  records  shall  be 
maintained  for  a  period  of  three  (3) 


years  from  the  date  of  project 
completion. 

Federal  Financial  Participation 

During  the  time  period  established  for 
the  demonstration  by  the  state  agency 
and  FNS,  FNS  shall  pay  100  percent  of 
those  approved  administrative  costs 
specifically  associated  with  the  test  of 
the  alternative  issuance  system,  to  the 
extent  that  these  costs  exceed  such 
costs  as  are  usual  and  customary  for 
coupon  issuance  operations.  A 
determination  of  usual  and  customary 
issuance  costs  shall  be  made  by  FNS, 
using  an  average  of  the  issuance-related 
expenditures  available  for  the  six  month 
period  immediately  preceding  the 
initiation  of  the  alternative  issuance 
service.  For  statewide  projects,  this  will 
likely  involve  the  use  of  a  monthly 
Standard  Form  SF-269  (Food  Stamps), 
Quarterly  Expenditure  Report. 

Funding  for  the  demonstration  shall 
be  provided  through  the  established 
state  agency  program  Letter  of  Credit  for 
costs  incurred  in  conducting  the 
demonstration. 

Should  the  state  agency  elect  to 
continue  operating  the  experimental 
system  beyond  the  time-period 
authorized  for  the  demonstration,  the 
level  of  Federal  financial  participation 
would  be  reduced  to  the  established 
level  of  funding  appropriate  to  ongoing 
operations  for  that  state. 

Monitoring 

Although  the  conduct  of  the 
demonstration  of  alternative  issuance 
will  be  the  responsibility  of  the  state 
agency,  FNS  will  review  project 
operations  on  a  schedule  negotiated  by 
the  state  agency  and  FNS. 

In  addition,  FNS  is  planning  a 
comprehensive  assessment  of  the 
operational,  performance,  and  cost 
characteristics  of  food  stamp  issuance 
systems.  Under  a  separate  contract,  FNS 
will  evaluate  the  effects  and 
responsibility  of  selected  issuance 
demonstration  projects.  This  may 
require  the  sponsoring  state  or  local 
agency  to  compile  and  maintain 
information  about  the  system’s 
effectiveness,  accountability,  feasibility, 
and  efficency. 

Specific  recordkeeping  and  reporting 
requirements  will  be  determined  in 
consultation  with  FNS,  state  and  local 
agencies,  and  the  evaluation  contractor. 
Such  records  would  have  to  be  made 
available  to  Departmental 
representatives,  upon  request. 

Selection  of  Sites 

A  panel  of  FNS  representatives  will 
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review  and  select  applications  for 
assistance  by  state  agencies  or  their 
local  counterparts  proposing  to  engage 
in  research  or  development  of 
alternative  issuance  procedures. 

Selections  will  be  made  on  the  basis 
of  the  following  criteria: 

1.  Relevancy  to  FNS’  objectives  of 
improved  service,  lower  costs,  and 
greater  accountability. 

2.  Potential  applicability  of 
demonstration  to  other  areas. 

3.  Prospects  for  providing  more 
effective,  accountable,  feasible,  and 
efficient  issuance. 

4.  Adequacy,  clarity,  and 
completeness  of  work  plans,  including 
extent  to  which  it  identifies  and  offers 
solutions  to  procedural  problems  that 
may  be  encountered. 

5.  The  qualifications  of  key  personnel 
and  the  applicants’  accessibility  to 
adequate  facilities  and  other  resources. 

6.  Cost  and  potential  cost- 
effectiveness. 

(91  Stat.  958  (7  U.S.C.  2011-2027)) 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance, 
Program  No.  10.551  Food  Stamps) 

Dated:  May  20, 1981. 

G.  William  Hoagland, 

Administrator,  Food  and  Nutrition  Service. 

|FR  Doc.  81-15740  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3410-30-M 


Forest  Service 

Uinta  National  Forest  Grazing  Advisory 
Board;  Meeting 

The  Uinta  National  Forest  Grazing 
Advisory  Board  will  meet  at  9  a.m.  on 
Wednesday,  June  17, 1981,  at  the  general 
store  in  Woodland,  Utah. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  have 
a  field  review  of  the  current  allotment 
management  plans  and  proposed 
criteria  for  the  planning  and  utilization 
of  the  Range  Betterment  Fund. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public.  Those  who  participate  will  need 
to  supply  their  own  saddle  horse  and 
equipment.  Persons  who  wish  to  attend 
should  notify  Ward  F.  Savage,  Uinta 
National  Forest  Supervisor’s  Office,  P.O. 
Box  1428,  Provo,  Utah  84601,  telephone 
801-377-5780.  Written  statements  may 
be  filed  with  the  Board  before  or  after 
the  meeting. 

Dated:  May  22, 1981. 

Don  T.  Nebeker, 

Forest  Supervisor. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1G068  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  «m| 

BILLING  CODE  3410-11-M 


Rural  Electrification  Administration 

Wabash  Valley  Power  Association, 

Inc.;  Finding  of  No  Significant  impact 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  (REA)  has 
prepared  a  Finding  of  No  Significant 
Impact  which  concludes  that  there  is  no 
need  to  prepare  an  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  in  connection  with 
proposed  financing  assistance  by  REA 
to  Wabash  Valley  Power  Association, 
Inc.,  (WVPA)  of  Indianapolis,  Indiana. 
The  financing  assistance  will  be  used  by 
WVPA  for  their  proposed  purchase  of  25 
percent  (156  MW)  undivided  ownership 
interest  in  Unit  5  of  the  Gibson 
Generating  Station  from  the  Public 
Service  Company  of  Indiana.  Unit  5  is  a 
625  MW  (net)  coal-fired  steam  electric 
generating  unit  presently  under 
construction  at  an  existing  5,000  acre 
(2,024  hectare)  site  in  Gibson  County, 
Indiana.  As  of  August  1980,  Unit  5  was 
30  percent  complete  with  completion 
scheduled  for  1982.  The  Gibson  Site  has 
four  operating  coal-fired  units.  Unit  5 
will  complete  the  development  of  the 
site.  WVPA  has  prepared  a  Borrower’s 
Environmental  Report  concerning  the 
proposed  participation.  An 
Environmental  Assessment  was 
prepared  by  REA. 

Threatened  and  endangered  species, 
important  farmland,  archaeological  and 
historic  sites,  wetlands  and  floodplains 
and  other  potential  impacts  of  the  Unit  5 
addition  are  adequately  considered  in 
the  environmental  evaluations  prepared 
by  WVPA  and  REA. 

REA’s  independent  evaluation  of  the 
proposed  action  leads  it  to  conclude  that 
its  proposed  financing  assistance  for 
this  project  does  not  represent  a  major 
Federal  action  that  will  significantly 
affect  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment. 

Based  on  this  independent  evaluation, 
the  REA  Environmental  Assessment, 
and  a  review  of  WVPA’s  Borrower’s 
Environmental  Report,  a  Finding  of  No 
Significant  Impact  was  reached  in 
accordance  with  Section  IV.B  and  IV.D 
of  REA  Bulletin  20-21:320-21,  Part  1. 

Various  alternatives  to  the  proposed 
participation  arrangement  were 
reviewed  by  WVPA  and  REA.  The 
alternatives  include  no  action,  energy 
conservation  and  load  management  and 
construction  of  WVPA’s  own  generation 
facilities.  The  proposed  purchase  of  25 
percent  undivided  ownership  of  Gibson 
Unit  5  is  the  most  viable  alternative  that 
would  provide  power  for  the  existing 
and  future  loads  of  WVPA’s  members. 

Copies  of  REA’s  Finding  of  No 
Significant  Impact,  REA’s 
Environmental  Assessment  and 


WVPA’s  Borrower’s  Environmental 
Report  may  be  reviewed  in  the  office  of 
the  Director,  Power  Supply  Division, 
Room  5168,  South  Agriculture  Building, 
Rural  Electrification  Administration, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250,  and  at  the 
offices  of  Wabash  Valley  Power 
Cooperative,  Inc.,  700  North  High  School 
Road,  P.O.  Box  24700,  Indianapolis, 
Indiana  46224. 

(This  Federal  Assistance  Program  is  listed  in 
the  Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
as  10.850-Rural  Electrification  Loans  and 
Loan  Guarantees). 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  22nd  day 
of  May,  1981. 

Joe  S.  Zoller, 

Acting  Administrator,  Rural  Electrification 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16099  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am]  " 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

(Docket  39643] 

Air  Chicago  Fitness  Investigation; 
Assignment  of  Proceeding 

This  proceeding  is  hereby  assigned  to 
Administrative  Law  Judge  John  M. 
Vittone.  Future  communications  should 
be  addressed  to  Judge  Vittone. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  May  21, 1981. 
Joseph  J.  Saunders, 

Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16100  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-M 


[Docket  39643] 

Air  Chicago  Fitness  Investigation; 
Prehearing  Conference 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a 
prehearing  conference  in  the  above- 
entitled  matter  is  assigned  to  be  held  on 
June  5, 1981,  at  10:00  a.m.  (local  time)  in 
Room  1003,  Hearing  Room  “B”, 

Universal  North  Building,  1875 
Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  before  the  undersigned. 

In  the  instituting  order,  Order  81-5- 
104,  the  Board  saw  no  need  for  an 
evidence  request  in  this  proceeding  and 
directed  all  interested  persons  to  file 
requests  for  additional  evidence  and 
requests  to  intervene  no  later  than  June 
1, 1981.  Comments  or  replies  to  any  such 
requests  shall  be  filed  on  June  3, 1981. 
Any  pleadings  filed  on  June  1  or  June  3 
shall  be  delivered  to  the  undersigned  on 
the  day  of  filing. 
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Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  May  22, 1981. 
]ohn  M.  Vittone, 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16101  Filed  S-28-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-M 


[Order  81-5-127] 

Air  Wisconsin  Addition  of  Akron/ 
Canton  Proceeding 

AGENCY:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
action:  Notice  of  order  to  show  cause 
(81-5-127). 

SUMMARY:  The  Board  is  instituting  the 
Air  Wisconsin  Addition  of  Akron/ 
Canton  Proceeding  and  is  proposing  to 
grant  unrestricted  authority  to  Air 
Wisconsin  at  Akron/Canton  under 
expedited  procedures  of  Subpart  Q  of  its 
Procedural  Regulations.  The  tentative 
findings  and  conclusions  will  become 
final  if  no  objections  are  filed. 

The  complete  text  of  this  order  is 
available  as  noted  below. 

DATES:  All  interested  persons  having 
objections  to  the  Board  issuing  the 
proposed  authority  shall  file,  and  serve 
on  all  persons  listed  below,  no  later  than 
June  5, 1981,  a  statement  of  objections, 
together  with  a  summary  of  the 
testimony,  statistical  data  and  other 
material  expected  to  be  relied  upon  to 
support  the  stated  objections. 

ADDRESS:  Objections  to  the  issuance  of 
a  final  order  should  be  filed  in  Docket 
39556,  which  we  have  entitled  the  Air 
Wisconsin  Addition  of  Akron/Canton 
Proceeding.  They  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Docket  Section,  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board,  Washington,  D.C.  20428. 

In  addition,  copies  of  such  filings 
should  be  served  upon  all  parties  in  the 
service  list  to  Order  81-5-127. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mary  Catherine  Terry,  Bureau  of 
Domestic  Aviation,  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board,  1825  Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20428,  (202)  673-5384. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
complete  text  of  Order  81-5-127  is 
available  from  our  Distribution  Section, 
Room  516,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20428.  Persons  outside  the 
metropolitan  area  may  send  a  postcard 
request  for  Order  81-5-127  to  that 
address. 

By  the  Bureau  of  Domestic  Aviation:  May 
22, 1981. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16102  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am| 
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[Order  81-5-120] 

Fitness  Determination  of  Cape  Smythe 
Air  Service,  Inc. 

AGENCY:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  Commuter  Air  Carrier 
Fitness  Determination — Order  81-5-120, 
Order  to  Show  Cause. 

SUMMARY:  The  Board  is  proposing  to 
find  that  Cape  Smythe  Air  Service,  Inc. 
is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to  provide 
commuter  air  carrier  service  under 
section  419(c)(2)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act,  as  amended:  that  it  is  capable  of 
providing  reliable  essential  air  service: 
and  that  the  aircraft  used  in  this  service 
conform  to  applicable  safety  standards. 
The  complete  text  of  this  order  is 
available,  as  noted  below. 
date:  Responses:  All  interested  persons 
wishing  to  respond  to  the  Board’s 
tentative  fitness  determination  shall 
serve  their  responses  on  all  persons 
listed  below  no  later  than  June  15, 1981, 
together  with  a  summary  of  the 
testimony,  statistical  data,  and  other 
material  relied  upon  to  support  the 
allegations. 

ADDRESSESS:  Responses  or  additional 
data  should  be  filed  with  the  Essential 
Air  Services  Division,  Room  921,  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board,  Washington,  D.C. 
20428,  and  with  all  persons  listed  in 
Attachment  A  of  Order  81-5-120. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Ms.  Teresa  Smith,  Bureau  of  Domestic 
Aviation,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20428  (202) 673-5348. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
complete  text  of  Order  81-5-120  is 
available  from  the  Distribution  Section, 
Room  516, 1825  Connecticut  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Persons  outside 
the  metropolitan  area  may  send  a 
postcard  request  for  Order  81-5-120  to 
the  Distribution  Section,  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board,  Washington,  D.C. 
20428. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16103  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  COOE  6320-0 1-M 


[Order  81-5-120] 

Fitness  Determination  of  Eldoaire,  Inc. 
AGENCY:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  Commuter  Air  Carrier 
Fitness  Determination — Order  81-5-119, 
Order  to  Show  Cause. 

SUMMARY:  The  Board  is  proposing  to 
find  that  Eldoaire,  Inc.  is  fit,  willing,  and 
able  to  provide  commuter  air  carrier 


service  under  section  419(c)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act,  as  amended,  and 
that  the  aircraft  used  in  this  service 
conform  to  applicable  safety  standards. 
The  complete  text  of  this  order  is 
available,  as  noted  below. 
dates:  Responses:  All  interested 
persons  wishing  to  respond  to  the 
Board’s  tentative  fitness  determination 
shall  serve  their  responses  on  all 
persons  listed  below  no  later  than  June 
15, 1981,  together  with  a  summary  of  the 
testimony,  statistical  data,  and  other 
material  relied  upon  to  support  the 
allegations. 

ADDRESSESS:  Responses  or  additional 
data  should  be  filed  with  Special 
Authorities  Division,  Room  915,  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board,  Washington,  D.C. 
20428,  and  with  all  persons  listed  in 
Attachment  A  of  Order  81-5-119. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Ms.  Joyce  Snovitch,  Bureau  of  Domestic 
Aviation,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20428  (202)  673-5074. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
complete  text  of  Order  81-5-119  is 
available  from  the  Distribution  Section, 
Room  516, 1825  Connecticut  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Persons  outside 
the  metropolitan  area  may  send  a 
postcard  request  for  Order  81-5-119  to 
the  Distribution  Section,  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board,  Washington,  D.C. 
20428. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc  81-16105  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  COOE  6320-01-41 


[Order  81-5-118] 

Fitness  Determination  of  Rio  Airways, 
Inc. 

AGENCY:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
action:  Notice  of  commuter  air  carrier 
fitness  determination — order  81-5-118, 
order  to  show  cause. 

SUMMARY:  The  Board  is  proposing  to 
find  that  Rio  Airways,  Inc.  is  fit,  willing, 
and  able  to  provide  commuter  air  carrier 
service  under  section  419(c)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act,  as  amended;  that 
it  is  capable  of  providing  reliable 
essential  air  service  and  that  the  aircraft 
used  in  this  service  conform  to 
applicable  safety  standards.  The 
complete  text  of  this  order  is  available, 
as  noted  below. 

DATES:  Responses:  All  interested 
persons  wishing  to  respond  to  the 
Board's  tentative  fitness  determination 
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shall  serve  their  responses  on  all 
persons  listed  below  no  later  than  June 
12, 1981,  together  with  a  summary  of  the 
testimony,  statistical  data,  and  other 
material  relied  upon  to  support  the 
allegations. 

ADDRESSES:  Responses  or  additional 
data  should  be  filed  with  Mr.  Patrick  V. 
Murphy,  Jr.,  Chief,  Essential  Air  Services 
Division,  Room  929,  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board,  Washington,  D.C.  20428,  and  with 
all  persons  listed  in  Attachment  A  of 
Order  81-5-118. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mrs.  Phyllis  C.  Solomon,  B-72,  Legal 
Processing  Division,  Bureau  of  Domestic 
Aviation,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D  C.  20428.  (202)  673-5333. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
complete  text  of  Order  81-5-118  is 
available  from  the  Distribution  Section, 
Room  516  1825  Connecticut  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  Persons  outside 
the  metropolitan  area  may  send  a 
postcard  request  for  Order  81-5-118  to 
the  Distribution  Section,  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board,  Washington,  D.C. 
20428. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Taylor, 

Secretary. 

|KR  Doc.  81-16106  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-41 


(Order  81-5-117] 

Fitness  Determination  of  Suburban 
Airlines 

agency:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  commuter  air  carrier 
Fitness  determination — Order  81-5-117, 
order  to  show  cause. 

SUMMARY:  The  Board  is  proposing  to 
find  that  Reading  Aviation  Service,  Inc., 
d.b.a.  Suburban  Airlines,  is  fit,  willing 
and  able  to  provide  commuter  air  carrier 
service  under  section  419(c)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act,  as  amended;  that 
it  is  capable  of  providing  reliable 
essential  air  service;  and  that  the 
aircraft  used  in  this  service  confrom  to 
applicable  saftey  standards.  The 
complete  text  of  this  order  is  available, 
as  noted  below. 

DATES:  All  interested  persons  wishing  to 
repond  to  the  Board’s  tentative  fitness 
determination  shall  serve  their 
responses  on  all  presons  listed  below  no 
later  than  June  12, 1981,  together  with  a 
summary  of  the  testimony,  statistcial 
data  and  other  material  relied  upon  to 
support  the  allegations. 

ADDRESS:  Responses  or  additional  data 
should  be  filed  with  Mr.  Patrick  V. 


Murphy,  Jr.,  Chief,  Essential  Air  Services 
Division,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20428,  and  with  all  persons  listed  in 
Attachment  A  of  Order  81-5-117. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mrs.  Ava  Kleinman,  Bureau  of  Domestic 
Aviation,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20428  (202)  673-5345. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
complete  test  of  Order  81-5-117  is 
available  from  the  Distribution  Section, 
Room  516, 1825  Connecticut  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  Persons  outside 
the  metropolitan  area  may  send  a 
postcard  request  for  Order  81-5-117  to 
the  Distribution  Section,  Civil 
Aeronautic  Board,  Washington,  D.C. 
20428. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16107  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-41 


[Order  81-5-97] 

Foreign  Air  Carriers;  Issued  to  Various 
Foreign  Air  Freight  Forwarders 

In  the  matter  of  Foreign  Air  Carrier 
Permits  issued  to  various  foreign  air 
freight  forwarders  under  section  402  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended;  adopted  by  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board  at  its  office  in 
Washington,  D.C.  on  the  24th  day  of 
March  1981;  Order. 

The  Board,  by  ER-1159,  effective 
January  3, 1980  (44  FR  69633,  December 
4, 1979)  adopted  simplified  procedures 
to  grant  operating  authority  to  foreign 
air  freight  forwarders. 1  These 
procedures,  set  forth  in  Part  297  of  the 
Board’s  Economic  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  297),  were  patterned  after  the 
deregulation  of  U.S.  air  freight 
forwarders  in  ER-1094  (44  FR  6634, 
January  31, 1979)  and  provide  a 
simplified  registration  system  in  place  of 
the  previous  formal  hearing  procedures 
under  section  402  of  the  Act. 

Under  a  heading  entitled 
“Termination  of  Existing  Permit 
Authority,”  and  subtitled  “Important 
Notice,”  the  Board  stated  in  ER-1159 
that  it  planned  to  issue  an  order 
terminating  all  existing  permit  authority 
held  by  foreign  air  freight  forwarders 
under  section  402.  The  Board  further 
admonished  all  foreign  air  freight 
forwarders  holding  section  402  permits 
to  apply  for  registration  under  Part  297 
by  January  28, 1980,  to  avoid  a  gap  in 


'The  original  regulation  was  proposed  May  29, 
1979  (EDR-378,  44  FR  30694,  May  29. 1979). 


authority.  A  copy  of  the  rule  was  served 
on  all  foreign  air  freight  forwarders,  and 
those  forwarders  which  did  not  later 
submit  an  application  for  registration 
were  notified  by  certified  letter  of  the 
necessity  to  apply  and  the  Board’s 
intention  to  terminate  then  existing 
section  402  permit  authority.  All  of  the 
carriers  listed  in  Appendix  A,  except  for 
Daetwyler  Airfreight  Corp.  (Swiss), 
d.b.a.  Interamerican  Air  Freight  Corp. 
(U.S.A.),  have  applied  for  and  received  a 
foreign  freight  forwarder  registration 
under  Part  297. 2 

We  therefore  conclude  that  no 
purpose  would  be  served  by  allowing 
the  Foreign  Air  Carrier  Permits  shown  in 
Appendix  A  to  continue  to  exist,  and 
pursuant  to  section  402(f)(1)  of  the  Act, 
we  find  that  it  is  in  the  public  interest  to 
revoke  the  named  permits.  It  should  be 
emphasized  that  this  action  will  not 
withdraw  forwarding  authority  from  any 
operating  foreign  air  carrier.  Rather  we 
are  simply  canceling  an  outdated, 
redundant  form  of  authority,  permitting 
each  carrier  to  continue  to  operate 
under  the  new  form  of  authority. 

Accordingly, 

1.  We  revoke  the  section  402  foreign 
air  carrier  permits  issued  to  the  19 
foreign  air  freight  forwarders  listed  in 
Appendix  A; 

2.  Unless  disapproved  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States  under 
section  801(a)  of  the  Act,  this  order  shall 
become  effective  on  the  61st  day  after 
the  submission  to  the  President,3  or  upon 
the  date  of  receipt  of  advice  from  the 
President  that  he  does  not  intend  to 
disapprove  the  Board’s  order  under  that 
section,  whichever  is  earlier;  and 

3.  We  are  serving  this  order  on  all  the 
carriers  named  in  the  appendix  to  this 
order,  and  on  the  U.S.  Departments  of 
State  and  Transportation. 

This  order  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16104  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am| 
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J  In  addition  to  a  copy  of  ER-1159  Daetwyler  Air 
Freight  Corp.  (Swiss),  d.b.a.  Interamerican  Air 
Freight  Corp.  (U.S.A.)  was  specifically  notified  of 
the  Board's  intention  to  cancel  its  permit  by 
certified  letter  on  September  2, 1980.  No  response 
has  been  received.  Daetwyler  Airfreight  Corp.  has 
been  sold  to  new  owners.  (See  Order  79-4-31,  April 
6, 1979  and  Order  79-6-81,  May  3, 1979). 

3  This  order  was  submitted  to  the  President  on 
March  30, 1981.  We  received  notification  that  the 
President  did  not  intend  to  disapprove  the  Board's 
order  on  May  18, 1981. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

International  Trade  Administration 

Stainless  Steel  Wire  Rods  From 
France;  Preliminary  Results  of 
Administrative  Review  of  Antidumping 
Finding 

AGENCY:  International  Trade 
Administration,  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  preliminary  results  of 
administrative  review  of  antidumping 
finding. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of 
Commerce  has  conducted  an 
administrative  review  of  the 
antidumping  finding  on  stainless  steel 
wire  rods  from  France.  This  review 
covers  the  one  known  manufacturer/ 
exporter  of  this  merchandise  covered  by 
the  finding  and  consecutive  periods  from 
January,  1974  through  June,  1980.  This 
review  indicates  the  existence  of 
dumping  margins  during  certain  periods. 

As  a  result  of  this  review,  the 
Department  has  preliminarily 
determined  to  assess  dumping  duties 
equal  to  the  calculated  differences 
between  foreign  market  value  and 
United  States  price  on  shipments 
occurring  during  those  periods. 

Interested  parties  are  invited  to 
comment  on  these  preliminary  results. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  29, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Dennis  U.  Askey,  Office  of 
Compliance,  International  Trade 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230 
(202-377-4793). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Procedural  Background 

On  August  28, 1973,  a  dumping  finding 
with  respect  to  stainless  steel  wire  rods 
from  France  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  as  Treasury  Decision 
73-243  (38  FR  9094).  On  January  1, 1980, 
the  provisions  of  title  I  of  the  Trade 
Agreements  Act  of  1979  became 
effective.  Title  I  replaced  the  provisions 
of  the  Antidumping  Act  of  1921  (“the 
1921  Act”)  with  a  new  title  VII  to  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930  (“the  Tariff  Act”).  On 
January  2, 1980,  the  authority  for 
administering  the  antidumping  duty  law 
was  transferred  from  the  Department  of 
the  Treasury  to  the  Department  of 
Commerce  (“the  Department”).  The 
Department  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  March  28, 1980  (45  FR  20511- 
12)  a  notice  of  intent  to  conduct 
administrative  reviews  of  all 
outstanding  dumping  findings.  As 
required  by  section  751  of  the  Tariff  Act, 
the  Department  has  conducted  an 
administrative  review  of  the  finding  on 


stainless  steel  wire  rods  from  France. 

The  substantive  provisions  of  the  1921 
Act  and  the  appropriate  Customs 
Service  regulations  apply  to  all 
unliquidated  entries  made  prior  to 
January  1, 1980. 

Scope  of  the  Review 

Imports  covered  by  this  review  are 
shipments  of  stainless  alloy  steel  wire 
rods,  tempered,  treated,  or  partly 
manufactured,  currently  classifiable 
under  item  607.4300  of  the  Tariff 
Schedules  of  the  United  States 
Annotated  (TSUSA).  The  Department 
knows  of  two  manufacturers/ exporters 
of  stainless  steel  wire  rods  to  the  United 
States.  One  firm,  Creusot-Loire,  was 
excluded  from  the  original  finding.  This 
review  covers  the  other  known  exporter, 
Ugine  Aciers,  and  all  time  periods  from 
January,  1974  through  June,  1980  during 
which  shipments  of  stainless  steel  wire 
rods  may  have  been  made  to  the  United 
States  and  for  which  appraisement 
instructions  (“master  lists”)  have  not 
been  issued.  The  issue  of  the 
Department’s  obligation  to  conduct 
administrative  review  of  entries, 
unliquidated  as  of  January  1, 1980  and 
covered  by  such  master  lists,  is  under 
review.  Liquidation  has  been  suspended 
pending  disposition  of  this  issue. 

United  States  Price 

In  calculating  United  States  price  the 
Department  used  purchase  price,  as 
defined  in  section  772  of  the  Tariff  Act 
and  section  203  of  the  1921  Act,  since  all 
sales  were  made  to  an  unrelated  U.S. 
purchaser.  Purchase  price  was 
calculated  on  the  basis  of  delivered 
prices  with  deductions,  where 
applicable,  for  ocean  freight,  marine 
insurance,  French  inland  freight  and 
loading  charges,  and  a  commission  to  an 
unrelated  party.  No  other  adjustments 
were  claimed  or  allowed. 

Foreign  Market  Value 

In  calculating  foreign  market  value, 
the  Department  used  home  market  price, 
as  defined  in  section  773  of  the  Tariff 
Act  and  section  205  of  the  1921  Act, 
since  sufficient  quantities  of  such  or 
similar  merchandise  were  sold  in  the 
home  market  to  provide  a  basis  for 
comparison.  Ugine  Aciers  sold  at  least 
28%  of  its  total  sales  in  the  home  market, 
and  home  market  sales  were  at  least 
56%  of  all  sales  for  export  to  countries 
other  than  the  U.S.  during  the  total 
period  covered.  The  home  market  prices 
were  based  on  delivered  prices  and  an 
adjustment  was  made  for  inland  freight. 
An  adjustment  was  also  made  for 
differences  in  credit  terms  in  accordance 
with  sections  153.10  of  the  Customs 
Regulations  and  353.15  of  the  Commerce 


Regulations.  No  other  adjustments  were 
claimed  or  allowed. 

Preliminary  Results  of  the  Review 

-  As  a  result  of  our  comparison  of 
United  States  price  to  foreign  market 
value,  we  preliminarily  determine  that 
the  following  weighted  average  margins 
exist: 


Mar- 

Time  Period 

, ac¬ 
cent) 

1974  _ 

1975  . . .  2  62 

1976  _ _ 0  87 

1977  _  0  039 

Jan.  1.  1978  to  June  30.  1978  _  0.765 

July  1.  1978  to  Dec.  31.  1978 .  4.33 

1979 _ 0.50 

Jan.  1. 1980  to  June  30.  1980 . . . . .  1.95 


Interested  parties  may  submit  written 
comments  on  these  preliminary  results 
on  or  before  June  29, 1981  and  may 
request  disclosure  and/or  a  hearing  on 
or  before  June  15, 1981.  Any  request  for 
an  administrative  protective  order  must 
be  made  no  later  than  June  3, 1981.  The 
Department  will  publish  the  final  results 
of  the  administrative  review  including 
the  results  of  its  analysis  of  any  such 
comments  or  hearing. 

The  Department  shall  determine,  and 
the  U.S.  Customs  Service  shall  assess, 
dumping  duties  on  all  entries  made  with 
purchase  dates  during  the  time  periods 
involved.  Individual  differences 
between  United  States  price  and  foreign 
market  value  may  vary  from  the 
percentages  stated  above.  The 
Department  will  issue  appraisement 
instructions  separately  directly  to  the 
Customs  Service. 

Further,  as  required  by  §  353.48(b)  of 
the  Commerce  Regulations,  a  cash 
deposit  based  upon  the  most  recent  of 
the  margins  calculated  above  shall  be 
required  on  all  shipments  of  stainless 
steel  wire  rods  entered,  or  withdrawn 
from  warehouse,  for  consumption  on  or 
after  the  date  of  publication  of  the  final 
results.  This  requirement  shall  remain  in 
effect  until  publication  of  the  final 
results  of  the  next  administrative 
review. 

(Sec.  751(a)(1)  of  the  Tariff  Act  (19  U.S.C. 
1675(a)(1))  and  §  353.53  of  the  Commerce 
Regulations  (19  CFR  353.53)) 

May  26. 1981. 

B.  Waring  Partridge  III, 

Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16051  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am| 
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Minority  Business  Development 
Agency 

Financial  Assistance  Application 
Announcement 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Commerce, 
Minority  Business  Development  Agency. 
action:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Minority  Business 
Development  Agency  (MBDA) 
announces  that  it  is  seeking  applications 
under  its  Specialized  Consultant 
Services  Program  to  operate  one  project 
for  a  12  month  period  beginning  October 
1, 1981  within  the  States  of  Ohio, 

Indiana,  Illinois,  Michigan,  Wisconsin, 
Minnesota,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Kansas  and 
Nebraska. 

The  project  will  operate  at  a  cost  not 
to  exceed  $320,000  and  the  project  I.D. 
Number  is  05-10-25774-00. 

Program  Description 

The  Specialized  Consultant  Services 
Program  of  the  Minority  Business 
Development  Agency  (MBDA)  provides 
technical  assistance  to  minority 
business  persons  and  firms  for  the 
purpose  of  improving  their  stability  by 
increasing  their  management  and 
marketing  capabilities.  MBDA  offers 
competitive  grants  to  consulting  firms 
(either  “Not  for  Profit”  or  Commercial 
Entities).  These  firms  must  be  capable  of 
providing  such  services  as: 

— feasibility  studies 
— financial  management 
— production  management 
— personnel  management 
— marketing 

and  a  broad  range  of  other  business 
services  excluding  legal  services. 

Eligibility  Requirements 

Any  for-profit  or  non-profit  institution 
is  eligible  to  submit  an  application.  If  an 
award  is  made,  continuation  awards  for 
up  to  two  additional  years  may  be  made 
to  the  successful  recipient  without 
competition,  provided  that  funds  have 
been  appropriated  for  a  project  of  this 
kind,  and  MBDA  has  determined  that 
such  funds  are  available,  there  is  a 
continuing  need  for  a  project  of  this 
kind,  and  the  recipient  has  performed 
satisfactorily. 

Application  Materials 

An  application  kit  for  these  projects 
may  be  requested  in  writing  to  the 
following  address:  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Minority  Business 
Development  Agency,  Grants 
Administration  Unit,  55  East  Monroe 
Street,  Suite  1440,  Chicago,  IL  60603, 
Attn:  LaVenia  Webb,  Grant  Technician, 
Tel.  (312)  353-0192. 


Two  (2)  self-addressed  mailing  labels 
should  be  furnished  in  order  to  expedite 
forwarding  of  your  application  kit. 

When  requesting  an  application  kit,  the 
applicant  must  specify  its  profit  status: 
i.e.,  State  or  local  government,  federally 
recognized  Indian  Tribal  unit, 
educational  institution,  hospital,  or  other 
type  of  profit  or  non-profit  institution. 
This  information  is  necessary  to  enable 
MBDA  to  include  the  appropriate  cost 
principles  in  the  application  kit. 

Award  Process 

All  applications  that  are  submitted  in 
accordance  with  the  instructions  in  the 
application  kit  will  be  submitted  to  a 
panel  for  review  and  ranking.  Specific 
criteria  by  which  applications  will  be 
evaluated  is  included  in  the  application 
kit. 

Closing  Date 

Applicants  are  encouraged  to  obtain 
an  application  kit  as  soon  as  possible  in 
order  to  allow  sufficient  time  to  prepare 
and  submit  an  application  before  the 
closing  date  of  July  10, 1981. 

Applications  received  after  July  10, 1981 
will  not  be  considered. 

Pre-Application  Conference 

A  pre-application  conference  for  all 
interested  applicants  will  be  held  at 
10:30  a.m.,  June  19, 1981  at  the  John  C. 
Kluczynski  Building,  230  S.  Dearborn, 
Room  349,  Chicago,  IL. 

(11.800  Minority  Business  Development 
Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance.  This 
program  is  not  subject  to  the  requirements  of 
OMB  Circular  A-95) 

Dated:  May  21, 1981. 

Stanley  W.  Tate, 

Regional  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  81-18058  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  1350-S3-M 


National  Technical  Information  Service 

Intent  To  Grant  Limited  Exclusive 
Patent  License 

The  National  Technical  Information 
Service  (NTIS),  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  intends  to  grant  to  Nuclear 
Associates  a  limited  exclusive  right  in 
the  United  States  to  manufacture,  use 
and  sell  products  embodied  in  the 
invention,  “Contrast  Resolution  Tissue 
Equivalent  Ultrasound  Test  Object." 

The  invention  is  protected  by  U.S. 
Patent  Application  No.  186,381  (dated 
September  11, 1980).  Copies  of  the 
application  may  be  purchased  from 
NTIS,  Springfield,  VA  22161  at  five 
dollars  per  copy.  The  patent  rights  in 
this  invention  have  been  assigned  to  the 
United  States  of  America,  as 


represented  by  the  Secretary  of  Health 
and  Human  Services.  Custody  of  the 
right  to  license  this  invention  has  been 
transferred  to  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce. 

The  availability  of  this  invention  for 
licensing  was  announced  in  tjie  Federal 
Register  (46  FR  15308,  March  5, 1981); 
Government  Inventions  for  Licensing 
(March  3, 1981):  and  the  Patent  and 
Trademark  Office’s  Official  Gazette 
(March  31, 1981).  To  date,  these  and 
other  promotional  efforts  have  not 
resulted  in  any  applications  for 
nonexclusive  licenses  under  this  patent. 
The  proposed  limited  exclusive  license 
will  be  royalty-bearing  and  will  expire 
five  years  from  the  date  of  the  license 
agreement.  The  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  license  will  comply  with  35  U.S.C. 

209  (Pub.  L.  96-517)  and  41  CFR  101-4.1. 

Tho  proposed  license  may  be  granted 
unless,  within  sixty  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  Notice,  NTIS 
receives  (1)  an  application  for  a 
nonexclusive  license  from  a  responsible 
applicant  intending  to  practice  the 
invention  in  the  United  States  and  NTIS 
determines  that  such  applicant  is  likely 
to  bring  the  invention  to  the  point  of 
practical  application  within  a 
reasonable  period  of  time;  or  (2)  written 
evidence  and  argument  which 
establishes  that  the  grant  of  the 
proposed  limited  exclusive  license 
would  not  serve  the  public  interest. 

Inquiries,  comments  and  other 
materials  relating  to  the  proposed 
limited  exclusive  license  must  be 
submitted  to  the  Office  of  Government 
Inventions  and  Patents,  NTIS, 
Springfield,  VA  22161.  NTIS  will 
maintain  and  make  available  for  public 
inspection  a  file  containing  all  inquiries, 
comments  and  other  written  materials 
received  in  response  to  this  Notice  and  a 
record  of  all  decisions  made  in  this 
matter  (including  the  basis  therefor). 

Dated:  May  18, 1981. 

Melvin  S.  Day, 

Director. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16011  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3510-04-M 


COMMITTEE  FOR  PURCHASE  FROM 
THE  BLIND  AND  OFFER  SEVERELY 
HANDICAPPED 

Procurement  List  1981;  Addition 

AGENCY:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped. 

ACTION:  Addition  to  Procurement  List. 

summary:  This  action  adds  to 
Procurement  List  1981  a  commodity  to 
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be  produced  by  workshops  for  the  blind 
and  other  severely  handicapped. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  29, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped,  2009  14th  Street  North, 
Suite  610,  Arlington,  Virginia  22201. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

C.  W.  Fletcher,  (703)  557-1145. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
January  30, 1981,  the  Committee  for 
Purchase  from  the  Blind  an  Other 
Severely  Handicapped  published  a 
notice  (46  FR  9982)  of  proposed  addition 
to  Procurement  List  1981,  November  12, 
1980  (45  FR  74836). 

After  consideration  of  the  revelant 
matter  presented,  the  Committee  has 
determined  that  the  commodity  listed 
below  is  suitable  for  procurement  by  the 
Federal  Government  under  41  U.S.C.  46- 
48c,  85  Stat  77. 

Accordingly,  the  following  commodity 
hereby  added  to  Procurement  List  1981: 

Class  1660 

Harness  Assembly 
1660-00-066-2078 
C.  W.  Fletcher, 

Executive  Director. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16047  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6820-33-M 


Procurement  List  1981;  Proposed 
Addition 

agency:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
handicapped. 

ACTION:  Proposed  Addition  to 
Procurement  List. 

summary:  The  Committee  has  received 
a  proposal  to  add  to  Procurement  List 
1981  a  commodity  to  be  produced  by 
workshops  for  the  blind  and  other 
severely  handicapped. 

COMMENTS  MUST  BE  RECEIVED  ON  OR 
BEFORE:  July  1, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped,  2009  14th  Street  North, 
Suite  610,  Arlington,  Virginia  22201. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

C.  W.  Fletcher,  (703)  557-1145. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
notice  is  published  pursuant  to  41  U.S.C. 
47(a)  (2),  85  Stat.  77.  Its  purpose  is  to 
provide  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  submit  comments  on  the 
possible  impact  of  the  proposed  action. 

If  the  Committee  approves  the 
proposed  addition,  all  entities  of  the 
Federal  Government  will  be  required  to 
procure  the  commodity  listed  below 
from  workshops  for  the  blind  or  other 
severely  handicapped. 


It  is  proposed  to  add  the  following 
commodity  to  Procurement  List  1981, 
november  12, 1980  (45  FR  74836): 

Class 

Kit,  Suture  Removal 
6515-00-690-6911 
C.  W.  Fletcher. 

Executive  Director. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16048  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6820-33-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Navy 

Secretary  of  the  Navy’s  Advisory 
Board  on  Education  and  Training; 
Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10,  paragraph 
(a)(2)  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (5  U.S.C.  App.  I),  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  an  open  meeting  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy’s  Advisory 
Board  on  Education  and  Training 
(SABET)  to  be  held  July  16-17, 1981.  The 
July  16  session  will  begin  at  7:30  a.m. 
and  continue  until  3:00  p.m.  The  July  17 
session  will  begin  at  8:45  a.m.  and 
continue  until  12:00  noon.  The  Board  will 
meet  at  the  Naval  War  College  and  the 
Naval  Education  and  Training  Center  in 
Newport,  Rhode  Island. 

As  part  of  the  meeting,  the  Board  will 
tour  the  Officer  Accession  Programs  and 
Officer  Specialized  Training  Programs 
and  attend  the  Officer  Candidate  School 
Pass  in  Review.  Briefings  will  concern 
the  Navy  Post  Graduate  and 
Professional  Development  Education 
Plans  and  Policies  and  the  Naval  War 
College  Curriculum.  Matters  of 
continuing  interest  to  be  included  at  the 
SABET  working  session  are  the  report 
on  initiatives  of  the  Naval  Education 
and  Training  Command  to  reduce 
attrition  at  the  Surface  Warfare  Officers 
School  and  a  committee  report  on  future 
plans. 

Dated:  May  19, 1981. 

P.  B.  Walker, 

Captain,  JAGC,  U.S.  Navy,  Alternate  Federal 
Register  Liaison  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  81-15998  Filed  5-28-81: 8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  3810-71-M 


Privacy  Act  of  1974;  Addition  of  New 
System  of  Records 

agency:  Department  of  the  Navy  (DON). 
action:  Addition  of  one  new  system  of 
records. 

summary:  The  Department  of  the  Navy 
proposes  to  add  one  new  system  of 
records  to  its  inventory  of  systems  of 
records  subject  to  the  Privacy  Act  of 


1974.  The  system  notice  for  this  system 
of  records  is  set  forth  below. 

DATES:  The  proposed  action  will  be 
effective  without  further  notice  on  June 

29. 1981,  unless  comments  are  received 
which  would  result  in  a  contrary 
determination. 

ADDRESSES:  Any  comments,  to  include 
written  data,  views  or  arguments 
concerning  the  action  proposed  should 
be  addressed  to  the  system  manager 
identified  in  the  system  notice. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mrs.  Gwendolyn  R.  Rhoads,  Privacy  Act 
Coordinator,  Office  of  the  Chief  of 
Naval  Operations  (OP-09B1P), 
Department  of  the  Navy,  The  Pentagon, 
Washington,  DC  20350.  Telephone  202/ 
694-2004. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Department  of  the  Navy  inventory  of 
systems  of  records  notices  as  prescribed 
by  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974,  Title  5, 

United  States  Code,  Section  552a  (Pub. 

L.  93-579:  88  Stat.  1897,  et  seq.)  have 
been  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
at: 

FR  Doc.  81-897  (46  FR  6696)  January  21. 1981 
FR  Doc.  81-3277  (46  FR  9693)  January  29. 1981 
FR  Doc.  81-13803  (46  FR  25337),  May  6. 1981 
FR  Doc.  81-14113  (46  FR  26094),  May  11. 1981 

The  Navy  submitted  a  new  system 
report  for  this  system  under  the 
provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  552a(o)  on  April 

17. 1981. 

M.  S.  Healy, 

OSD  Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer, 
Washington  Headquarters  Services, 
Department  of  Defense. 

May  26, 1981. 

SYSTEM  NAME: 

USN/USMC  Nuclear  Test  Personnel 
Review  Program. 

SYSTEM  LOCATION: 

Primary  Navy  System  exists  at  the 
Project  Manager’s  Office,  Navy  Nuclear 
Test  Personnel  Review,  Room  756, 
Commonwealth  Building,  1300  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  VA  22209. 
Automated  segments  exist  at  Navy 
Regional  Data  Automation  Center, 
Washington  Navy  Yard,  Washington, 
D.C.  20374  and  J.  A.  Young  Corporation, 
205  South  Whiting  Street,  Alexandria, 
VA  22304.  The  entire  Marine  Corps 
system  exists  at  the  Project 
Coordinator's  Office,  Marine  Corps 
Nuclear  Test  Personnel  Review,  Records 
Branch,  Personnel  Services  Division, 
Headquarters  Marine  Corps, 
Washington,  D.C.  20380.  Extracts  of 
individualized  records  of  both  Navy  and 
Marine  Corps  reside  at  Headquarters, 
Defense  Nuclear  Agency,  Washington, 
D.C.  20305. 
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CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 
SYSTEM: 

Navy  and  Marine  Corps  military  and 
civilian  personnel  and/or  contractor 
personnel  in  support  of  the  Navy  and 
Marine  Corps  who  may  have  been 
exposed  to  radiation  as  the  direct  result 
of  government  sponsored  atmospheric 
nuclear  detonations  occurring  between 
1945  and  1962. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

Name,  rank/grade,  service  number, 
social  security  account  number,  currrent 
or  last  known  address,  dates  of  test 
participation,  radiation  exposure  (if  any) 
and  dose  data,  Navy  and  Marine  Corps 
unit/office  of  assignment  at  time  of 
exposure,  current  medical  status,  next- 
of-kin  data,  and  extracts  of  service 
medical  data  such  as  CBC's,  bioassay 
data  and  radiation  sickness  sequellae. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 
SYSTEM: 

10  U.S.C.  5031; 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

By  the  Department  of  the  Navy  to 
identify  personnel  who  either  were 
exposed  to  or  participated  in  the 
atmospheric  nuclear  detonation  program 
and  to  collect  radiation  exposure 
information  so  as  to  determine 
appropriate  government-provided 
medical  treatment,  and  to  answer 
inquiries* 

By  the  Veterans  Administration  to 
process/adjudicate' claims  in  which 
service-connected  disabilities  resulting 
from  radiation  exposure  are  alleged. 

By  the  Department  of  Defense 
components — For  the  purpose  of 
preparing  histories  of  atmospheric 
nuclear  test  participation  and  for  use  in 
litigation  between  test  participants  or 
their*  representatives  and  the 
Department  of  Defense. 

By  the  Defense  Nuclear  Agency 
Contractors — For  the  purpose  of 
assisting  DoD  components  in 
preparation  of  histories  of  atmospheric 
nuclear  test  participation,  to  reconstruct 
individual  dosimetry  data  based  on 
research  and  application  of 
mathematical  factors  and  responding  to 
the  inquiries  and  concerns  of  individuals 
who  may  have  participated  in  the  test 
programs  and/or  their  representatives. 

By  the  National  Research  Council  and 
the  Center  for  Disease  Control — For  the 
limited  purpose  of  conducting 
epidemiological  studies  of  the  effects  of 
ionizing  radiation  from  the  atmospheric 
nuclear  weapons  tests  on  DoD 
participants  in  those  tests. 

By  the  Department  of  Energy — For  the 
limited  purpose  of  identifying  AEC  and 


AEC-contractor  personnel  exposed  to 
ionizing  radiation  during  nuclear  testing 
and  for  conducting  epidemiological 
studies  of  radiation  effects  of 
individuals  so  identified;  and  for  use  in 
litigation  between  the  DoD  and  any  of 
the  individuals  so  identified. 

By  the  Department  of 
Transportation — For  the  limited  purpose 
of  identifying  DOT  and  DOT-affiliated 
personnel  exposed  to  ionizing  radiation 
during  nuclear  testing  and  for  use  in 
litigation  between  the  DOT  and  any  of 
the  individuals  so  identified. 

POLICIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

STORAGE: 

Paper  records  in  file  folders;  computer 
magnetic  tapes,  disks,  and  computer 
printouts. 

retrievabiuty: 

By  individual’s  name  and/or  service 
number/SSAN,  or  listed  in  conjunction 
with  a  unit  (ship,  air  squadron,  etc.) 
associated  with  atmospheric  nuclear 
testing. 

SAFEGUARDS: 

Access  is  limited  to  properly  cleared 
personnel  having  need  for  the 
information  in  the  performance  of 
official  duties.  Paper  records  are 
maintained  in  an  office  which  is  locked 
during  non-working  hours.  The  building 
in  which  both  offices  are  located 
maintains  continuous  security  guard 
surveillance  during  non-working  hours. 
Magnetic  tapes  and  disks  are  stored  in 
secured  computer  areas,  access  to  which 
is  controlled  by  password. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Paper  records  are  retained  after  data 
is  transferred  to  magnetic  tapes. 
Personnel  and  health  records  are 
retained  by  the  National  Personnel 
Records  Center,  St.  Louis,  Missouri. 
Other  paper  records  will  be  retired  to 
Naval  and  Marine  Corps  Historical 
Offices  after  completion  of  Nuclear  Test 
Personnel  Review  effort.  Magnetic  tapes 
and  disks  are  retained  indefinitely. 

SYSTEM  MANAGER(S)  AND  ADDRESSES: 

Program  Manager,  Navy  Nuclear  Test 
Personnel  Review,  Room  756, 
Commonwealth  Building,  1300  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  VA  22209  and 
Project  Coordinator,  Marine  Corps 
Nuclear  Test  Personnel  Review, 
Commandant  of  the  Marine  Corps, 
(MSRB-60),  Washington,  D.C.  20380. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

Individuals  seeking  to  determine 
whether  this  system  contains 
information  pertinent  to  them  shall 


either  write  or  visit  the  system  manager. 
Signed  letters  or  proper  identification 
are  required. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

Individuals  may  access  records 
pertaining  to  them  by  furnishing  full 
name  and  SSAN  and/or  service  number. 
Additional  information  such  as  unit  to 
which  assigned  at  time  or  radiation 
exposure  as  well  as  place  and 
approximate  dates  of  exposure  expedite 
recovery  of  desired  records. 

CONTESTING  RECORDS  PROCEDURES: 

The  agencies’  rules  for  contesting 
contents  and  appealing  initial 
determination  by  the  individual 
concerned  may  be  obtained  from  the 
respective  system  manager. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

From  the  individual;  Navy  and  Marine 
Corps  organizational,  personnel,  and 
medical  records;  the  Veterans 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy, 
Defense  Nuclear  Agency  and  other 
military  departments. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT: 

None. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16065  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3810-71-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATION 

Advisory  Panel  on  Financing 
Elementary  and  Secondary  Education; 
Hearing  and  Meeting 

AGENCY:  Advisory  Panel  on  Financing 
Elementary  and  Secondary  Education. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  Hearing  and  Meeting. 

summary:  This  notice  is  to  inform  the 
general  public  of  its  opportunity  to 
attend  and  participate  in  the 
forthcoming  hearing  and  meeting  of 
tP.O.  Box  he  Advisory  Panel  on 
Financing  Elementary  and  Secondary 
Education.  The  notice  sets  forth  the 
schedule  and  proposed  agenda  for  the 
hearing  and  meeting  and  describes  the 
functions  of  the  Advisory  Panel.  Notice 
of  the  hearing  and  meeting  is  required 
under  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act,  Section  10(a)(2). 

TENTATIVE  SCHEDULE:  June  29,  1981, 
Hearing,  9:00  a.m.-5:00  p.m.,  Federal 
Office  Building,  Room  209,  50  United 
Nations  Plaza,  San  Francisco, 

California. 

June  30, 1981,  Hearing,  9:00  a.m.-Noon, 
Federal  Office  Building,  Room  209,  50 
United  Nations  Plaza,  San  Francisco, 
California.  Meeting,  3:00  p.m.-5:00  p.m., 
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Faculty  Club  Library,  University  of 
California,  Berkeley,  California. 

July  1, 1981,  Meeting,  9:00  a.m.-5:00 
p.m.,  Faculty  Club  Library,  University  of 
California,  Berkeley,  California. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Will  S.  Myers,  Executive  Director, 
Advisory  Panel  on  Financing 
Elementary  and  Secondary  Education, 
P.O.  Box  19128,  Washington,  D.C.  20036, 
(202)  653-8278. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Advisory  Panel  on  Financing 
Elementary  and  Secondary  Education 
was  established  by  Section  1203,  Title 
XII  of  the  Education  Amendments  of 
1978  (Pub.  L.  95-561).  The  Panel  provides 
the  Secretary  and  the  Congress  with 
advice  and  counsel  concerning  public 
policies  on  raising  and  distributing 
revenues  to  support  elementary  and 
secondary  education.  The  Advisory 
panel  also  provides  advice  to  the 
Secretary  concerning  the  conduct  of 
studies  authorized  by  Section  1203.  The 
Advisory  Panel  will  make  interim 
reports  to  the  President  and  the 
Congress  in  1981  and  1982  and  a  final 
report  in  1983.  The  Advisory  Panel  will 
also  provide  recommendations  for 
legislation  or  other  appropriate  action  to 
Congress. 

Agenda 

The  proposed  agenda  includes: 

Hearing 

Testimony  by  invited  witnesses  and 
other  persons  from  the  State,  local, 
academic,  and  nonpublic  school 
communities  on  the  prospects  for 
adequate  State-local  financing  of 
schools  in  the  1980’s  and  the  effects  on 
schools  of  the  diverse  sources  of  Federal 
financial  support. 

Meeting 

Report  by  the  Chairman  and 
Executive  Director,  Adequacy  of  State- 
local  school  support  systems,  State-local 
respose  to  changes  in  Federal  support 
for  schools,  Alternative  proposals  for 
public  support  for  private  schools. 
Development  of  policy 
recommendations,  Agenda  items  for  the 
next  Panel  meeting  and  hearing. 

Persons  are  invited  to  submit  written 
testimony  for  the  hearing  record.  Those 
interested  in  presenting  oral  testimony 
should  contact  the  Executive  Director  no 
later  than  June  9, 1981.  The  Advisory 
Panel  asks  that  testimony,  either  oral  or 
written,  be  directed  to  the  topic  of  the 
hearing.  Both  the  hearing  and  meeting  of 
the  Advisory  Panel  are  open  to  the 
public. 

Records  are  kept  of  all  Advisory  Panel 
proceedings  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  office  of  the  Advisory 


Panel  on  Financing  Elementary  and 
Secondary  Education  located  at  1200 
19th  Street  N.W.,  Suite  725,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  May  22, 

1981. 

Will  S.  Myers, 

Executive  Director,  Advisory  Panel  on 
Financing  Elementary  and  Secondary 
Education. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16012  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4000-01-M 

Office  of  Postsecondary  Education 

International  Understanding  Program; 
Application  Notice  for  New  Projects 
for  Fiscal  Year  1981 

Applications  are  invited  for  new 
projects  under  the  International 
Understanding  Program. 

Authority  for  this  program  is 
contained  in  Part  N  of  Title  III  of  the 
Elementary  and  Secondary  Education 
Act  of  1965  (Pub.  L.  89-10)  as  amended 
by  the  Education  Amendments  of  1980. 

This  program  issues  awards  to  any 
public  or  private  agency  or  organization 
including,  but  not  limited  to,  institutions 
of  higher  education,  State  and  local 
educational  agencies,  professional 
associations,  educational  consortia,  and 
organizations  of  teachers. 

The  purpose  of  the  awards  is  to 
stimulate,  at  all  levels  of  education, 
programs  to  increase  the  understanding 
of  students  and  the  public  in  the  United 
States  about  the  cultures,  actions  and 
interconnections  of  nations  and  peoples 
to  enable  the  students  and  public  to 
better  evaluate  the  international  and 
domestic  impact  of  major  policies  and 
actions  of  the  United  States. 

Effective  Date:  Unless  Congress  takes 
certain  adjournments,  the  priorities 
included  in  this  notice  will  take  effect 
July  13. 1981.  If  you  want  to  know  if 
there  has  been  a  change  in  the  effective 
date  of  these  priorities,  call  or  write  the 
Department  of  Education  contact 
person.  At  a  future  date  the  Secretary 
will  publish  a  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  stating  the  effective  date  of 
these  priorities. 

Closing  date  for  transmittal  of 
applications:  Applications  for  awards 
must  be  mailed  or  hand-delivered  by 
July  20, 1981. 

Applications  delivered  by  mail:  An 
application  sent  by  mail  must  be 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Attention:  84.095,  International 
Understanding  Program,  Washington, 
D.C.  20202. 


An  applicant  must  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following: 

(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 

(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  U.S.  Secretary  of 
Education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Secretary  does 
not  accept  either  of  the  following  as 
proof  of  mailing:  (1)  a  private  metered 
postmark,  or  (2)  a  mail  receipt  that  is  not 
dated  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 
provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  its  local  post  office. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or  at  least  first  class  mail. 
Each  late  applicant  will  be  notified  that 
its  application  will  not  be  considered. 

Applications  delivered  by  hand:  An 
application  that  is  hand-delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Room  5673,  Regional  Office  Building  3, 
7th  and  D  Streets,  S.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  between  8:00  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m. 
(Washington,  D.C.  time)  daily,  except 
Saturday,  Sunday,  or  Federal  holidays. 
Applications  that  are  hand-delivered 
will  not  be  accepted  after  4:30  p.m.  on 
the  closing  date. 

Program  information:  Regulations 
governing  evaluation  and  eligibility 
requirements  for  the  International 
Understanding  Program  were  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  December  31, 
1980,  45  FR  86883-86884. 

Funds  under  this  program  may  be 
used  to  carry  out  the  following 
activities: 

(1)  The  in-service  training  of  teachers 
and  other  educational  personnel  with 
regard  to  the  cultures,  actions  and 
interconnections  of  nations  and  peoples. 

(2)  The  develoment  of  materials  to 
link  language  learning  to  international 
studies. 

(3)  The  compilation  of  existing 
information  and  resources  pertaining  to 
the  purpose  of  the  International 
Understanding  Program  in  forms  useful 
to  various  types  of  educational 
programs. 

(4)  The  dissemination  of  information 
and  resources  pertaining  to  the  cultures, 
actions  and  interconnections  of  nations. 

(5)  The  introduction,  by  local 
educational  agencies,  of  instruction  in 
foreign  languages  designated  by  the 
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Secretary  as  having  critical  importance 
to  the  nation  which  have  not  been 
offered  by  the  schools  of  the  local 
educational  agencies  in  the  three 
academic  years  preceding  1981. 

Language  projects  proposed  by  local 
educational  agencies  must  focus  on 
instruction  in  major  world  languages 
except  Spanish,  French,  or  German. 

Available  funds  and  program 
priorities:  Under  the  Second  Continuing 
Resolution,  Pub.  L.  96-536,  in  effect 
through  June  5, 1981,  $2,000,000  is 
available  for  this  program  for  fiscal  year 
1981.  However,  as  part  of  the  President’s 
Economic  Recovery  Plan,  $500,000  of 
this  amount  is  proposed  for  rescission. 
The  revised  funding  level  for  the 
program  would  provide  for  between  20 
and  35  grants  ranging  from  $5,000  to 
$100,000.  If  the  Congress  does  not  accept 
the  President’s  proposed  rescission, 
there  will  be  an  increase  in  the  number 
of  grants  awarded. 

These  estimates,  however,  do  not  bind 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Education  to  a 
specific  number  of  grants  or  to  the 
amount  of  any  grant  unless  that  amount 
is  otherwise  specified  by  statute  or 
regulations. 

For  all  levels  of  funding,  priority  will 
be  given  to  those  projects  which  propose 
new  programs  or  modify  existing 
programs  to  increase  students’  and  the 
public’s  understanding  about  (1)  the 
cultures,  actions  and  interconnections  of 
nations  and  peoples,  or  (2)  issues  of 
global  concern  which  will  enhance 
students’  and  the  public’s  ability  to 
make  informed  judgments  with  respect 
to  the  politics  and  actions  of  the  United 
States. 

Specifically,  priority  will  be  given  to 
those  projects  which: 

(a)  Provide  in-service  training  to  those 
teachers  and  other  educational 
personnel  who  have  participated  or  will 
participate  in  a  program  of  teaching 
abroad  in  order  to  maximize  the  impact 
of  this  experience  on  increasing  the 
international  awareness  of  students; 

(b)  Involve  State  or  local  education 
leaders  such  as  principals, 
superintendents,  and  school  board 
members  and/or  State  education 
department  officials,  in  training  and 
dissemination  activities; 

(c)  Use  electronic  or  print  media;  or 

(d)  Conduct  programs  related  to 
community,  adult,  continuing  or 
cooperative  education  programs. 

Applications  for  all  grants  will  be 
evaluated  competitively  under  the 
funding  criteria  in  34  CFR  655.31  and 
667.31. 

There  are  no  continuation  grants  in 
the  International  Understanding 
Program.  Awards  will  be  made  for  a 
one-year  period. 


Application  forms: 

Application  forms  and  program  information 
packages  are  expected  to  be  ready  for 
mailing  by  June  5, 1981.  They  may  be 
obtained  by  writing  the  International  Studies 
Branch,  Division  of  International  Services 
and  Improvement,  Office  of  International 
Education,  U.S.  Department  of  Education 
(Room  3669,  ROB-3),  400  Maryland  Avenue, 

S. W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 

submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations,  instructions,  and  forms 
included  in  the  program  information 
packages. 

Applicable  regulations:  Regulations 
applicable  to  this  program  include  the 
following: 

(a)  Regulations  governing  the 
International  Understanding  Program 
(34  CFR  Parts  655  and  667)  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  December  31, 
1980. 

(b)  Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR) 
(34  CFR  Parts  74,  75  and  77).  See  45  CFR 
Parts  100a  and  100c  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  April  3, 1980. 

Further  information:  For  further 
information  contact  Mr.  Steven  G. 
Pappas,  Office  of  International 
Education,  U.S.  Department  of 
Education  (Room  3669,  ROB-3),  400 
Maryland  Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20202.  Telephone:  (202)  245-2794. 
(20  U.S.C.  3064(b)(1)) 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
84.095  International  Understanding  Program) 
Dated:  May  21, 1981. 

T.  H.  Bell, 

Secretary  of  Education. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16057  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4000-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

Encorp,  Inc.;  Action  Taken  on  Consent 
Order 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy.. 
action:  Notice  of  Action  taken  and 
opportunity  for  comment  on  Consent 
Order. 

SUMMARY:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  announces  action  taken 
to  execute  a  Consent  Order  and 
provides  an  opportunity  for  public 
comment  on  the  Consent  Order  and  on 
potential  claims  against  the  refunds 
deposited  in  an  escrow  account 
established  pursuant  to  the  Consent 
Order. 


DATE:  Effective  date:  May  8, 1981. 
Comments  by:  June  29,  1981. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to:  Wayne  I. 
Tucker,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Southwest  District  Office, 
Department  of  Energy,  P.O.  Box  35228, 
Dallas,  Texas  75235. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Wayne  I.  Tucker,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Southwest  District  Office, 
Department  of  Energy,  P.O.  Box  35228, 
Dallas,  Texas  75235,  Phone  214/767- 
7745. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  May 

8, 1981,  the  Office  of  Enforcement  of  the 
ERA  executed  a  Consent  Order  with 
Encorp,  Inc.  of  Abilene,  Texas.  Under  10 
CFR  205.199J(b),  a  Consent  Order  which 
involves  a  sum  of  less  than  $500,000  in 
the  aggregate,  excluding  penalties  and 
interest,  becomes  effective  upon  its 
execution. 

Because  the  DOE  and  Encorp,  Inc. 
wish  to  expeditiously  resolve  this  matter 
as  agreed  and  to  avoid  delay  in  the 
payment  of  refunds,  the  DOE  has 
determined  that  it  is  in  the  public 
interest  to  make  the  Consent  Order  with 
Encorp,  Inc.  effective  as  of  the  date  of  its 
execution  by  the  DOE  and  Encorp,  Inc. 

I.  Consent  Order 

Encorp,  Inc.  with  its  home  office  in 
Abilene,  Texas  is  a  firm  engaged  in  the 
resale  of  crude  oil  and  is  subject  to  the 
Mandatory  Petroleum  Price  and 
Allocation  Regulations  at  10  CFR,  Parts 
210,  211,  212.  The  Office  of  Enforcement 
of  the  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  and  Encorp,  Inc. 
entered  into  a  Consent  Order  to  resolve 
certain  civil  actions  which  could  be 
brought  by  ERA  as  a  result  of  its  audit  of 
the  crude  oil  resales  by  Encorp,  Inc.  The 
significant  terms  of  the  Consent  Order 
with  Encorp,  Inc.  are  as  follows: 

1.  This  Consent  Order  concerns  the 
sale  of  certain  volumes  of  crude  oil  sold 
by  Encorp,  Inc.  during  the  period 
January  1, 1978  through  February  1979, 
and  is  intended  by  Encorp,  Inc.  and  DOE 
to  resolve  only  those  matters  set  forth  in 
this  Consent  Order. 

2.  Encorp,  Inc.  allegedly  applied  the 
provisions  of  10  CFR  212.185(c)  and 
212.186  incorrectly  when  determining 
the  prices  to  be  charged  for  certain 
domestic  crude  oil. 

3.  The  Consent  Order  constitutes 
neither  an  admission  by  Encorp  that 
DOE  regulations  have  been  violated  nor 
a  finding  by  the  DOE  that  Encorp  has 
violated  DOE  regulations. 

4.  The  provisions  of  10  CFR  205.199J, 
including  the  publication  of  this  Notice, 
are  applicable  to  the  Consent  Order. 
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II.  Disposition  of  Refunded  Overcharges 

In  the  Consent  Order,  Encorp,  Inc. 
agrees  to  refund,  in  full  settlement  of 
any  civil  liability  with  respect  to  actions 
which  might  be  brought  by  the  Office  of 
Enforcement,  ERA,  arising  out  of  the 
transactions  specified  in  1.1.  above,  the 
sum  or  $5,000,  including  interest,  on  or 
before  30  days  after  the  effective  date  of 
this  Consent  Order.  Refunded 
overcharges  will  be  in  the  form  of  a 
certified  check  made  payable  to  the 
United  States  Department  of  Energy  and 
will  be  delivered  to  the  Assistant 
Administrator  for  Enforcement,  ERA. 
These  funds  will  remain  in  a  suitable 
account  pending  the  determination  of 
their  proper  disposition. 

The  DOE  intends  to  distribute  the 
refund  amount  in  a  just  and  equitable 
manner  in  accordance  with  applicable 
laws  and  regulations.  Accordingly, 
distribution  of  such  refunded 
overcharges  requires  that  only  those 
"persons”  (as  defined  at  10  CFR  205.2) 
who  actually  suffered  a  loss  as  a  result 
of  the  transactions  described  in  the 
Consent  Order  receive  appropriate 
refunds.  Because  of  the  petroleum 
industry’s  complex  marketing  system,  it 
is  likely  that  overcharges  have  either 
been  passed  through  as  higher  prices  to 
subsequent  purchasers  or  offset  through 
devices  such  as  the  Old  Oil  Allocation 
(Entitlements)  Program,  10  CFR  211.67. 

In  fact,  the  adverse  effects  of  the 
overcharges  may  have  become  so 
diffused  that  it  is  a  practical 
impossibility  to  identify  specific, 
adversely  affected  person,  in  which  case 
disposition  of  the  refunds  will  be  made 
in  the  general  public  interest  by  an 
appropriate  means  such  as  payment  to 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.1991(a). 

III.  Submission  of  Written  Comments 

Potential  Claimants:  Interested 
persons  who  believe  that  they  have  a 
claim  to  all  or  a  portion  of  the  refund 
amount  should  provide  written 
notification  of  the  claim  to  the  ERA  at 
this  time.  Proof  of  claims  is  not  now 
being  required.  Written  notification  to 
the  ERA  at  this  time  is  requested 
primarily  for  the  purpose  of  identifying 
valid  potential  claims  to  the  refund 
amount.  After  potential  claims  are 
identified,  procedures  for  the  making  of 
proof  of  claims  may  be  established. 
Failure  by  a  person  to  provide  written 
notification  of  a  potential  claim  within 
the  comment  period  for  this  Notice  may 
result  in  the  DOE  irrevocably  disbursing 
the  funds  to  other  claimants  or  to  the 
general  public  interest. 

Other  Comments:  The  ERA  invites 
persons  to  comment  on  the  terms, 


conditions,  or  procedural  aspects  of  this 
Consent  Order.  You  should  send  your 
comments  or  written  notification  of  a 
claim  to  Wayne  I.  Tucker,  District 
Manager  of  Enforcement,  Southwest 
District  Office,  Department  of  Energy, 
P.O.  Box  35228,  Dallas,  Texas  75235.  You 
may  obtain  a  free  copy  of  this  Consent 
Order  by  writing  to  the  same  address  or 
by  calling  214/767-7745. 

You  should  identify  your  comments  or 
written  notification  of  a  claim  on  the 
outside  of  your  envelope  and  on  the 
documents  you  submit  with  the 
designation,  "Comments  on  Encorp, 
Inc.’s  Consent  Order.”  We  will  consider 
all  comments  we  receive  by  4:30  p.m., 
local  time,  within  30  days  after  this 
publication.  You  should  identify  any 
information  or  data  which,  in  your 
opinion,  is  confidential  and  submit  it  in 
accordance  with  the  procedures  in  10 
CFR  205.9(f). 

Issued  in  Dallas,  Texas,  on  the  19th  day  of 
May  1981. 

Wayne  I.  Tucker, 

District  Manager  of  Enforcement,  Southwest 
District  Office,  Economic  Regulatory 
A  dministration. 

(FR  Doc.  81-15999  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am] 
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Phillips  Oil  Operating  Co.;  Action 
Taken  on  Consent  Order 

AGENCY:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  action  taken  and 
opportunity  for  comment  on  Consent 
Order. 

SUMMARY:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  announces  action  taken 
to  execute  a  Consent  Order  and 
provides  an  opportunity  for  public 
comment  on  the  Consent  Order  and  on 
potential  claims  against  the  refunds 
deposited  in  an  escrow  account 
established  pursuant  to  the  Consent 
Order. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  11, 1981. 
COMMENTS  BY:  June  29. 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to:  Wayne  I. 
Tucker,  Southwest  District  Manager, 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration, 
Department  of  Energy,  P.O.  Box  35228, 
Dallas,  Texas  75235,  Phone:  214/767- 
7745. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Wayne  I.  Tucker.  Southwest  District 
Manager,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy, 
P.O.  Box  35228,  Dallas,  Texas  75235, 
Phone:  214/767-7745. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  May 
11, 1981  the  Office  of  Enforcement  of  the 


ERA  executed  a  Consent  Order  with 
Phillips  Oil  Operating  Company  of  Enid, 
Oklahoma.  Under  10  CFR  205.199j(b)  a 
Consent  Order  which  involves  a  sum  of 
$500,000  or  less  in  the  aggregate 
excluding  penalties  and  interest, 
becomes  effective  upon  its  execution. 

Because  the  DOE  and  Phillips  wish  to 
expeditiously  resolve  this  matter  as 
agreed  and  to  avoid  delay  in  the 
payment  of  refunds,  the  DOE  has 
determined  that  it  is  in  the  public 
interest  to  make  the  Consent  Order  with 
Phillips  effective  as  of  the  date  of  its 
execution  by  the  DOE  and  Phillips. 

I.  The  Consent  Order 

Phillips  Oil  Operating  Company  is  a 
firm  engaged  in  the  production  of  crude 
oil  and  was  subject  to  the  Mandatory 
Petroleum  Price  and  Allocation 
Regulations  at  10  CFR  Parts  210,  211, 
and  212.  To  resolve  certain  civil  actions 
which  could  be  brought  by  the  Office  of 
Enforcement  of  the  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  as  a  result  of  its  audit  of 
Phillips  the  Office  of  Enforcement,  ERA 
and  Phillips  entered  into  a  Consent 
Order,  the  significant  terms  of  which  are 
as  follows: 

1.  During  the  period  September  1, 1973 
through  January  27, 1981  Phillips 
allegedly  sold  crude  oil  above  the 
allowable  prices  specified  at  10  CFR 
Part  212,  Subpart  D. 

2.  Phillips  and  the  DOE  have  agreed  to 
a  settlement  of  $43,000.  This  amount  will 
be  refunded  by  Phillips  on  or  before 
June  10, 1981.  The  negotiated  settlement 
was  determined  to  be  in  the  public 
interest  as  well  as  the  best  interest  of 
the  DOE  and  Phillips. 

3.  This  Consent  Order  constitutes 
neither  an  admission  by  Phillips  that 
ERA  regulations  have  been  violated  nor 
a  finding  by  the  ERA  that  Phillips  has 
violated  ERA  regulations. 

4.  The  provisions  of  10  CFR  205.199J, 
including  the  publication  of  this  Notice, 
are  applicable  to  the  Consent  Order. 

II.  Disposition  of  Refunded  Overcharges 

In  this  Consent  Order,  Phillips  agrees 
to  refund  in  full  settlement  of  any  civil 
liability  with  respect  to  actions  which 
might  be  brought  by  the  Office  of 
Enforcemet,  ERA  arising  out  of  the 
transactions  specified  in  1.1.  above,  the 
sum  of  $43,000  in  the  manner  specified 
in  1.2.  above.  Refunded  overcharges  will 
be  in  the  form  of  certified  checks  made 
payable  to  the  United  States 
Department  of  Energy  and  will  be 
delivered  to  the  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Enforcement,  ERA.  The  funds  will 
remain  in  a  suitable  account  pending  the 
determination  of  their  proper 
disposition. 
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The  DOE  intends  to  distribute  the 
refund  amounts  in  a  just  and  equitable 
manner  in  accordance  with  applicable 
laws  and  regulations.  Accordingly, 
distribution  of  such  refunded 
overcharges  requires  that  only  those 
“persons”  (as  defined  at  10  CFR  205.2) 
who  actually  suffered  a  loss  as  a  result 
of  the  transactions  described  in  the 
Consent  Order  receive  appropriate 
refunds.  Because  of  the  petroleum 
industry’s  complex  marketing  system,  it 
is  likely  that  overcharges  have  either 
been  passed  through  as  higher  prices  to 
subsequent  purchasers  or  offset  through 
devices  such  as  the  Old  Oil  Allocation 
(Entitlements)  Program,  10  CFR  211.67. 

In  fact,  the  adverse  affects  of  the 
overcharges  may  have  become  so 
diffused  that  it  is  a  practical 
impossibility  to  identify  specific, 
adversely  affected  persons,  in  which 
case  disposition  of  the  refunds  will  be 
made  in  the  general  public  interest  by 
an  appropriate  means  such  as  payment 
to  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.1991(a). 

III.  Submission  of  Written  Comments 

A.  Potential  Claimants:  Interested 
persons  who  believe  that  they  have  a 
claim  to  all  or  a  portion  of  the  refund 
amount  should  provide  written 
notification  of  the  claims  to  the  ERA  at 
this  time.  Proof  of  claims  is  not  being 
required.  Written  notification  to  the 
ERA  at  this  time  is  requested  primarily 
for  the  purpose  of  identifying  valid 
potential  claims  to  the  refund  amount. 
After  potential  claims  are  identified, 
procedures  for  the  making  of  proof  of 
claims  may  be  established.  Failure  by  a 
person  to  provide  written  notification  of 
a  potential  claim  within  the  comment 
period  for  this  Notice  may  result  in  the 
DOE  irrevocably  disbursing  the  funds  to 
other  climants  or  to  the  general  public 
interest. 

B.  Other  Comments:  The  ERA  invites 
interested  persons  to  comment  on  the 
term,  conditions,  or  procedural  aspects 
of  this  Consent  Order.  You  should  send 
your  comments  or  written  notificaton  of 
a  claim  to  Wayne  I.  Tucker,  Southwest 
District  Manager,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy, 
P.O.  Box  35228,  Dallas,  Texas  75235.  You 
may  obtain  a  free  copy  of  this  Consent 
Order  by  writing  to  the  same  address  or 
by  calling  214/767-7745. 

You  should  identify  your  comments  or 
written  notificaiton  of  a  claim  on  the 
outside  of  your  envelope  and  on  the 
documents  you  submit  with  the 
designation  “Comments  on  the  Phillips 
Oil  Operating  Company  Consent 
Order”.  We  will  consider  all  comments 
we  received  by  4:30  p.m.,  local  time  (30 
days  after  publication).  You  should 


identify  any  information  or  data  which, 
in  your  opinion,  is  confidential  and 
submit  it  in  accordance  with  the 
Procedures  in  10  CFR  205.9(f). 

Issued  in  Dallas,  Texas  on  the  19th  day  of 
May  1981. 

Wayne  I.  Tucker, 

Southwest  District  Manager,  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16000  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 
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[OFC  Case  Nos.  55119-9193-01-12,  55119- 
9193-02-12,  and  55119-91933-03-12; 

Docket  No.  ERA-FC-81-005] 

Powerplant  and  Industrial  Fuel  Uses; 
General  Motors  Corp.;  Tentative  Staff 
Analysis 

AGENCY:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy. 
action:  Notice  of  Availability  of 
Tentative  Staff  Analysis.. 

summary:  On  December  4, 1980, 

General  Motors  Corporation  (GM)  filed 
a  petition  with  the  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  for  an  order 
which  would  exempt  three  new  major 
fuel  burning  installations  (MFBI’s)  from 
the  prohibitions  of  the  Powerplant 
Industrial  Fuel  Use  Act  of  1978  (42 
U.S.C.  8301  et  seq.),  (FUA  or  the  Act). 
Title  II  of  FUA  prohibits  the  use  of 
petroleum  or  natural  gas  as  a  primary 
energy  source  in  certain  new  MFBI’s 
unless  an  exemption  has  been  granted 
by  ERA.  Criteria  for  petitioning  for 
exemption  from  the  prohibitions  of  FUA 
are  contained  in  10  CFR  Parts  500  and 
501,  and  10  CFR  Part  503,  published  on 
June  6,  1980,  at  45  FR  38276  and  38302 
respectively.  This  rule  became  effective 
August  5,  1980. 

Under  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
503.38(d),  GM  petitioned  for  a 
permanent  fuels  mixture  exemption  for 
each  of  three  new  boilers  to  be  installed 
at  GM’s  Assembly  Division,  Shreveport, 
Louisiana  plant. 

ERA  accepted  the  petition  on  March 
27, 1981,  and  published  notice  of  its 
acceptance  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
April  3, 1981,  at  46  FR  20267.  The  Notice 
of  Acceptance  provided  for  a  45-day 
comment  period  during  which  interested 
persons  could  submit  written  comments 
and  request  a  public  hearing  on  the 
petition  for  exemption.  That  period 
expired  on  May  18, 1981.  No  comments 
were  received  nor  was  a  public  hearing 
requested. 

Based  upon  the  ERA  staffs  review 
and  analysis  of  the  information 
presently  contained  in  the  record  of  this 
proceeding,  a  Tentative  Staff  Analysis 
has  been  completed  which  recommends 
that  ERA  issue  an  order  which  would 


grant  the  requested  exemption.  Pursuant 
to  10  CFR  §  501.64,  notice  of  the 
availability  of  the  Tentative  Staff 
Analysis  is  hereby  issued  and  interested 
persons  are  invited  to  submit  written 
comments  in  regard  to  this  matter,  and 
any  interested  person  may  submit  a 
written  request  that  ERA  convene  a 
public  hearing. 

DATES:  Written  comments  on  the 
Tentative  Staff  Analysis  are  due  on  or 
before  June  12, 1981.  A  request  for  public 
hearing  must  also  be  made  within  the 
same  14-day  comment  period. 
ADDRESSES:  Fifteen  copies  of  written 
comments  or  a  request  for  public 
hearing  should  be  submitted  to: 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration, 
Case  Control  Unit  (Fuel  Use  Act),  Box 
4629,  Room  3214,  2000  M  Street  NW„ 
Washington,  DC  20461. 

Docket  Number  ERA-FC-81-005 
should  be  printed  clearly  on  the  outside 
of  the  envelope  and  on  the  document 
contained  therein. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Edward  J.  Peters,  Jr.,  Case  Manager, 

New  MFBI  Branch,  Office  of  Fuels 
Conversion,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  2000  M  Street  NW„ 
Room  3128-M,  Washington,  D.C. 

20461,  Phone  (202)  653-3934. 

Allan  J.  Stein,  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel,  Department  of  Energy, 
Forrestal  Building,  Room  6B-178, 1000 
Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20585,  Phone  (202) 
252-2967. 

ERA  will  issue  a  final  order  granting 
or  denying  GM’s  petition  for  permanent 
exemption  within  six  months  after  the 
public  comment  period  provided  for  in 
this  notice  has  expired,  unless  ERA 
extends  such  period.  Notice  of  any 
extension,  together  with  a  statement  of 
reasons  for  such  extension,  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

The  public  file  containing  a  copy  of 
the  Tentative  Staff  Analysis  and  other 
documents  and  supporting  materials  on 
this  proceeding  is  available  for 
inspection  upon  request  at:  ERA,  Room 
B-110,  2000  M  Street  NW„  Washington, 
D.C.,  Monday  through  Friday,  8:00  a.m.- 
4:30  p.m. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

MFBI’s  for  which  the  petition  exemption 
has  been  filed  are  three  new  field- 
erected  boilers  (identified  as  boilers 
Nos.  1,  2,  and  3),  each  having  a  design 
heat  input  rate  of  approximately  177 
million  Btu’s  per  hour  with  a  steam 
generating  capacity  of  150,000  pounds 
per  hour.  Each  boiler  is  designed  to  burn 
coal,  natural  gas,  or  oil.  CM,  in  its 
petition,  seeks  a  permanent  exemption 
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to  burn  a  mixture  of  coal  and  natural 
gas,  alternately,  in  each  unit.  GM  has 
certified  that  the  amount  of  natural  gas 
which  will  be  used  in  the  mixture  for 
each  of  the  three  boilers  will  not  exceed 
25  percent  of  the  total  annual  Btu  heat 
input  rate  of  the  primary  energy  sources 
of  each  boiler. 

Eligibility  and  evidentiary 
requirements  governing  the  permanent 
fuels  mixture  exemption,  as  authorized 
under  section  212(d)  of  FUA,  are  set 
forth  at  10  CFR  503.38.  Under  subsection 
(d)  of  that  section,  a  certification 
alternative  is  available  for  MFBI’s  which 
will  use  a  mixture  containing  less  than 
25  percent  petroleum  or  natural  gas, 
providing  simplified  evidentiary 
requirements  for  such  facilities.  GM  has 
petitioned  for  a  permanent  exemption 
from  the  prohibitions  of  Title  II  of  FUA 
for  each  of  its  boiler  Nos.  1,  2  and  3, 
under  10  CFR  503.38(d),  based  upon  use 
of  a  mixture  containing  less  than  25 
percent  natural  gas  in  each  unit  and  has 
included  in  its  petition,  as  amended  by 
letter  dated  March  2, 1981,  the  following 
information  and  duly  executed 
certifications: 

(1)  The  amount  of  natural  gas  to  be 
used  in  the  fuels  mixture  in  each  boiler 
identified  in  its  petition  will  not  exceed 
25  percent  of  the  total  annual  Btu  heat 
input  of  the  primary  energy  sources  of 
each  installation; 

(2)  Pursuant  to  10  CFR  503.15(b),  GM 
will,  prior  to  operating  the  boilers  which 
are  the  subject  of  its  petition,  secure  all 
applicable  environmental  permits  and 
approvals  pursuant  to,  but  not  limited 
to,  the  following:  Clean  Air  Act,  Clean 
Water  Act,  Rivers  and  Harbors  Act, 
Coastal  Zone  Management  Act,  and  the 
Resource  Conservation  and  Recovery 
Act; 

(3)  The  information  required  by  the 
Environmental  Checklist  pursuant  to  10 
CR  503.15(b);  and 

(4)  That  it  will,  upon  grant  of  the 
requested  exemptions,  agree  to  the 
terms  and  conditions  specified  in  10 
CFR  503.38(e). 

In  addition,  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
503.38(d)(3),  GM  provided  a  description 
of  the  fuels  mixture,  component 
elements  and  percentages  and  quantity 
of  each  component  to  be  utilized  in  each 
boiler.  The  ERA  staff  reviewed  the 
description  of  the  fuels  mixture  and  is 
satisfied  that  the  percentage  and 
quantity  of  each  component  of  the  fuels 
mixture  projected  to  be  used  annually  in 
each  boiler  identified  in  its  petition  is 
consistent  with  GM’s  certifications  that 
the  amounts  of  natural  gas  to  be  used  in 
each  of  the  boilers  will  not  exceed  25 
percent  of  the  total  annual  Btu  heat 


input  of  that  unit’s  primary  energy 
sources.  GM  did  not  include  a  request 
for  an  exemption  to  use  petroleum  in  the 
units  identified  in  its  petition. 

The  ERA  staff  has  examined  the 
certifications  made  by  GM  in  its 
petition,  and  other  information 
contained  therein,  and  has  determined 
that  the  petition  fulfills  the  requirements 
of  10  CFR  503.38(d).  The  ERA  staff  also 
finds  that  the  amount  of  natural  gas 
proposed  to  be  used  by  GM  in  each  unit 
would  not  exceed  the  minimum 
percentage  of  the  total  annual  Btu  heat 
input  of  the  primary  energy  sources 
needed  fo  maintain  operational 
reliability  of  the  unit  consistent  with 
maintaining  a  reasonable  level  of  fuel 
efficiency.  Accordingly,  the  ERA  staff 
has  completed  a  Tentative  Staff 
Analysis  which  recommends  that  an 
order  be  issued,  subject  to  the  terms  and 
conditions  specified  below,  which 
would  grant  GM  the  requested 
exemptions  for  its  three  boilers. 

TERMS  AND  CONDITIONS:  Section  214(a) 
of  FUA  gives  ERA  the  authority  to 
attach  appropriate  terms  and  conditions 
to  any  order  granting  an  exemption 
under  Title  II  of  the  Act.  By  petitioning 
for  exemption  under  the  provisions  of  10 
CFR  503.38(d),  GM,  in  accordance  with 
10  CFR  503.38(e),  agreed,  upon  grant  of 
each  exemption,  to  the  standard  terms 
and  conditions  specified  in  that 
subsection.  Based  upon  its  review  of  the 
record  in  this  matter,  ERA  staff 
recommends  that  the  following  terms 
and  conditions  be  attached  to  any  order 
which  would  grant  GM’s  requested 
exemption. 

(1)  The  amount  of  natural  gas  to  be 
used  in  a  mixture  with  alternate  fuel  in 
each  of  the  boilers  will  not  exceed  25 
percent  of  the  total  annual  Btu  heat 
input  of  the  primary  energy  sources  of 
each  unit. 

(2)  Prior  to  operating  each  of  the 
boilers,  GM  will  secure  all  applicable 
environmental  permits  and  approvals 
pursuant  to,  but  not  limited  to  the 
following:  Clean  Air  Act,  Clean  Water 
Act,  Rivers  and  Harbors  Act,  Coastal 
Zone  Management  Act  and  the  Resource 
Conservation  and  Recovery  Act. 

REPORTING  REQUIREMENTS:  In  addition 
to  the  above  terms  and  conditions,  GM 
must,  pursuant  to  10  CFR  503.38(g),  upon 
grant  of  this  exemption,  certify  to  ERA 
the  date  each  of  the  three  boilers  is  first 
operated  under  the  provisions  of  this 
order,  and  must,  annually  thereafter  at 
not  later  than  30  days  after  each 
anniversary  of  that  date,  file  with  ERA  a 
certification  that  the  amount  of  natural 
gas  used  in  each  boiler  during  the 


preceding  year  did  not  exceed  25 
percent  of  the  total  annual  Btu  heat 
input  of  the  primary  energy  sources  of 
that  MFBI.  Such  certifications  shall  be 
executed  by  a  duly  authorized 
representative  of  GM. 

On  August  11, 1980,  DOE  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (45  FR  53199)  a 
notice  of  proposed  amendments  to 
guidelines  for  compliance  with  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969  (NEPA).  Pursuant  to  the  guidelines, 
the  granting  or  denial  of  certain  FUA 
permanent  exemptions,  including  the 
permanent  fuels  mixture  exemption  by 
certification  in  which  the  use  of 
petroleum  or  natural  gas  in  a  mixture 
with  an  alternate  fuel(s)  will  not  exceed 
25  percent  of  the  exempted  MFBI’s  total 
annual  Btu  heat  input  of  its  primary 
energy  sources,  were  identified  as 
classes  of  actions  which  normally  do  not 
require  the  preparation  of  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  or  an 
Environmental  Assessment. 

This  classification  raises  a  rebuttable 
presumption  that  the  granting  or  denial 
of  these  exemptions  will  not 
significantly  affect  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment.  GM  has  certified 
that  it  will  secure  all  applicable  permits 
and  approvals  prior  to  commencement 
of  operation  of  each  new  MFBI  under 
exemption.  The  Environmental  Checklist 
completed  and  certified  to  by  GM 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  503.15(b)  has  been 
reviewed  by  DOE’s  Office  of 
Environment,  with  consultation  from  the 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel,  and  it  has 
been  determined  that  GM’s  responses  to 
the  questions  therein  indicate  that  the 
operation  of  each  of  the  three  boilers 
under  this  exemption  will  have  no 
significant  impact  on  those  areas 
regulated  by  specified  laws  that  impose 
consultation  requirements  on  DOE,  and 
otherwise  affirms  the  applicability  of  the 
categorical  exclusion  to  these  FUA 
actions.  No  contrary  information  has 
come  to  the  attention  of  ERA;  therefore, 
unless  substantial  questions  regarding 
the  categorical  exclusion  in  this  instance 
are  raised  during  the  proceeding  on 
GM's  petition  which  would  indicate 
otherwise,  no  additional  environmental 
review  is  deemed  to  be  required. 

The  Tentative  Staff  Analysis  does  not 
constitute  a  decision  by  ERA  to  grant 
the  requested  exemption.  Such  a 
decision  will  be  made  in  accordance 
with  10  CFR  501.68  on  the  basis  of  the 
entire  record  of  this  proceeding, 
including  any  comments  received  on  this 
Tentative  Staff  Analysis. 
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Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  21, 
1981. 

Robert  L.  Davies, 

Director,  Office  of  Fuels  Conversion, 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration. 

| FR  Doc.  81-16001  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

[Project  No.  4503-000] 

Central  Maine  Power  Co.;  Application 
for  Preliminary  Permit 

May  22, 1982. 

Take  notice  that  Central  Maine  Power 
Company  (Applicant)  filed  on  April  9, 
1981,  an  application  for  preliminary 
permit  (pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r)]  for 
proposed  Project  No.  4503  to  be  known 
as  the  Cold  Stream  Project  located  on 
the  Kennebec  River  in  Somerset  County, 
Maine.  The  application  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  is  available  for 
public  inspection.  Correspondence  with 
the  Applicant  should  be  directed  to: 
Elwin  W.  Thurlow,  President,  Central 
Maine  Power  Company,  Edison  Drive, 
Augusta,  Maine  04336.  Any  person  who 
wishes  to  file  a  response  to  this  notice 
should  read  the  entire  notice  and  must 
comply  with  the  requirements  specified 
for  the  particular  kind  of  response  that 
person  wishes  to  file. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  a  new  200- 
foot  high,  1,400-foot  long,  zoned  earth 
embankment  or  rock-fill  dam:  (2)  a  250- 
foot  long  concrete  spillway:  (3)  a 
reservoir  with  a  surface  area  of  835 
acres  with  a  gross  storage  capacity  of 
66,343  acre  feet  at  elevation  800  feet 
m.s.l.;  (4)  a  1,000-foot  long  power  canal; 
(5)  a  32-foot  diameter,  200-foot  long 
penstock;  (6)  a  powerhouse  containing  a 
single  83-MW  turbine-generator  unit 
initially  and  space  available  for  two 
additional  83-MW  turbine-generator 
units;  (7)  a  3.7-mile  long,  115-kV 
transmission  line  and  (8)  appurtenant 
facilities.  The  Applicant  estimates  that 
the  average  annual  energy  output 
initially  would  be  250,000,000  kWh  and 
might  be  increased  to  a  maximum  of 
295,000,000  kWh  through  the  addition  of 
additional  units. 

Purpose  of  Project — Energy  produced 
at  the  project  would  be  fed  into  the 
Applicant’s  system. 

Proposed  Scope  and  Cost  of  Studies 
Under  Permit — The  work  proposed 
under  the  preliminary  permit  would 
include  economic  analysis,  preparation 
of  preliminary  engineering  plans,  and  a 
study  of  environmental  impacts.  Based 
on  results  of  these  studies,  Applicant 


would  decide  whether  to  proceed  with 
more  detailed  studies  and  the 
preparation  of  an  application  for  license 
to  construct  and  operate  the  project.  The 
Applicant  has  requested  a  preliminary 
permit  term  of  three  years.  The  cost  of 
the  studies  under  the  preliminary  permit 
has  been  estimated  by  the  Applicant  to 
be  $1,000,000. 

Purpose  of  Preliminary  Permit — A 
preliminary  permit  does  not  authorize 
construction.  A  permit,  if  issued,  gives 
the  Permittee,  during  the  term  of  the 
permit,  the  right  of  priority  of 
application  for  license  while  the 
Permittee  undertakes  the  necessary 
studies  and  examinations  to  determine 
the  engineering,  economic,  and 
environmental  feasibility  of  the 
proposed  project,  the  market  for  power, 
and  all  other  information  necessary  for 
inclusion  in  an  application  for  a  license. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  from  the 
Commission  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application 
for  preliminary  permit.  (A  copy  of  the 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 
from  the  Applicant.)  Comments  should 
be  confined  to  substantive  issues 
relevant  to  the  issuance  of  a  permit  and 
consistent  with  the  purpose  of  a  permit 
as  described  in  this  notice.  No  other 
formal  request  for  comments  will  be 
made.  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  August  10, 1981,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  or  a  notice 
of  intent  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interest  person  to  file  the 
competing  application  no  later  than 
October  9, 1981.  A  notice  of  intent  must 
conform  with  the  requirements  of  18 
CFR  §  4.33  (b)  and  (c)  (1980).  A 
competing  application  must  conform 
with  the  requirements  of  18  CFR  4.33  (a) 
and  (d)  (1980). 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protests  about  this 
application  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the 
Commission,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  its  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  18  CFR  §  1.8  or  §1.10  (1980). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  §1.10  for 
protests.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  a  person  who  merely  files  a 
protest  or  comments  does  not  become  a 


party  to  the  proceeding.  To  become  a 
party,  or  to  participate  in  any  hearing,  a 
person  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules.  Any  comments,  protest,  or 
petition  to  intervene  must  be  received 
on  or  before  August  10, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  comments,  notices  of 
intent,  competing  applications,  protests, 
or  petitions,  to  intervene  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS,” 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPLICATION," 
“COMPETING  APPLICATION,” 
“PROTEST,”  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE,"  as  applicable.  Any  of 
these  filings  must  also  state  that  it  is 
made  in  response  to  this  notice  of 
application  for  preliminary  permit  for 
Project  No.  4503.  Any  comments,  notices 
of  intent,  competing  applications, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  filed  by  providing  the  original  and 
those  copies  required  by  the 
Commission’s  regulations  to:  Kenneth  F. 
Plumb,  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  An  additional  copy  must  be  sent 
to:  Fred  E.  Springer,  Chief,  Applications 
Branch,  Division  of  Hydropower 
Licensing,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  Room  208,  400  First  Street, 
NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  A  copy  of 
any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-16034  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ID-1956-000] 

William  T.  Coleman,  Jr.;  Filing 

May  21, 1981. 

The  filing  individual  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  May  11, 1981, 
William  T.  Coleman,  Jr.  filed  a  petition 
for  a  declaratory  order  pursuant  to 
section  1.7(c)  of  the  Commission's 
regulations  that  INA  Corporation  (INA) 
is  not  a  firm  authorized  by  law  to 
underwrite  or  participate  in  the 
marketing  of  securities  of  a  public  utility 
within  the  meaning  of  section  305(b)  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act,  and,  thus,  that 
the  holding  of  the  positions  of  director  of 
the  Philadelphia  Electric  Company 
(PEC)  and  director  of  INA  does  not  fall 
within  the  purview  of  section  305(b)  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act. 
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Mr.  Coleman  states  that  PEC  is  a 
public  utility  as  defined  by  §  45.2(b)(1) 
of  the  Commission's  regulations.  Mr. 
Coleman  states  that  INA’s  principle 
businesses  include  property-casualty 
insurance,  life  insurance,  and  health 
care.  Mr.  Coleman  states  that  INA 
engages  in  investment  activities  and 
through  two  wholly-owned  subsidiaries 
owns  capital  stock  in  Paine  Webber 
Incorporated  (Paine).  Mr.  Coleman 
states  that  Paine  has  several 
subsidiaries  which  are  authorized  by 
law  to  underwrite  or  participate  in  the 
marketing  of  public  utility  securities  as 
defined  by  §  45.2(b)(2)  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Mr.  Coleman 
asks  that  the  Commission  declare  that 
INA  does  not  constitute  a  firm 
authorized  by  law  to  underwrite  or 
participate  in  the  marketing  of  securities 
of  a  public  utility  within  the  meaning  of 
section  305(b)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act 
and  that  the  holding  of  the  positions  of 
director  of  PEC  and  director  of  INA  does 
not  fall  within  the  purview  of  section 
305(b)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (1.8  CFR  1.8, 
1.10). 

All  such  petitions  or  protests  should 
be  filed  on  or  before  June  10, 1981. 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Cbmmission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16054  Filed  5-26-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Project  No.  4329-000] 

Consolidated  Hydroelectric,  Inc.; 
Notice  of  Application  for  Preliminary 
Permit 

May  22. 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Consolidated 
Hydroelectric,  Inc.  (Applicant)  filed  on 
March  12, 1981,  an  application  for 
preliminary  permit  (pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)- 
825(r))  for  proposed  Project  No.  4329  to 
be  known  as  The  Willow  Creek  Tehama 
Power  Project  located  on  the  Willow 
Creek  in  Tehama  County,  California. 


The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr.  L. 
Porter  Davis,  Vice  President, 
Consolidated  Hydroelectric,  Inc.,  698 
Azalea  Avenue,  Redding,  California 
96002.  Any  person  who  wishes  to  file  a 
response  to  this  notice  should  read  the 
entire  notice  and  must  comply  with  the 
requirements  specified  for  the  particular 
kind  of  response  that  person  wishes  to 
file. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  a  140-foot 
long,  5-foot  high  concrete  and  rock 
diversion  structure;  (2)  a  10,000-foot  long 
diversion  conduit  or  channel;  (3)  a  1,200- 
foot  long,  44-inch  diameter  steel 
penstock;  (4)  a  powerhouse  containing 
generating  units  with  a  total  rated 
capacity  of  4,580  kW;  and  (5)  a  13-mile 
long  12.5-kV  transmission  line. 

The  Applicant  estimates  that  the 
average  annual  energy  output  would  be 
16  million  kWh. 

Purpose  of  Project — The  project 
energy  would  be  sold  to  Pacific  Gas  and 
Electric  Company. 

Proposed  Scope  and  Cost  of  Studies 
Under  Permit — The  Applicant  seeks  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  36 
months,  during  which  time  it  would 
conduct  engineering,  environmental,  and 
economic  feasibility  studies  and  prepare 
an  FERC  license  application.  No  new 
roads  will  be  required  to  conduct  these 
studies.  The  cost  of  conducting  these 
studies  and  preparing  an  FERC  license 
application  has  been  estimated  to  be 
between  $80,000  and  $140,000. 

Purpose  of  Preliminary  Permit — A 
preliminary  permit  does  not  authorize 
construction.  A  permit,  if  issued,  gives 
the  Permittee,  during  the  term  of  the 
permit,  the  right  of  priority  of 
application  for  license  while  the 
Permittee  undertakes  the  necessary 
studies  and  examinations  to  determine 
the  engineering,  economic,  and 
environmental  feasibility  of  the 
proposed  project,  the  market  for  power, 
and  all  other  information  necessary  for 
inclusion  in  an  application  for  a  license. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  from  the 
Commission  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application 
for  preliminary  permit.  (A  copy  of  the 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 
from  the  Applicant.)  Comments  should 
be  confined  to  substantive  issues 
relevant  to  the  issuance  of  a  permit  and 
consistent  with  the  purpose  of  a  permit 
as  described  in  this  notice.  No  other 
formal  request  for  comments  will  be 
made.  If  an  agency  does  not  file 


comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  August  10, 1981,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  or  a  notice 
of  intent  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  the 
competing  application  no  later  than 
October  9, 1981.  A  notice  of  intent  must 
conform  with  the  requirements  of  18 
CFR  4.33  (b)  and  (c)  (1980).  A  competing 
application  must  conform  with  the 
requirements  of  18  CFR  4.33  (a)  and  (d) 
(1980). 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protests  about  this 
application  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the 
Commission,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  its  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure.  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  §  1.10  for 
protests.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  a  person  who  merely  files  a 
protest  or  comments  does  not  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  To  become  a 
party,  or  to  participate  in  any  hearing,  a 
person  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission's 
Rules.  Any  comments,  protest,  or 
petition  to  intervene  must  be  received 
on  or  before  August  10, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  comments,  notices  of 
intent,  competing  applications,  protests, 
or  petitions  to  intervene  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS,” 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPLICATION,” 
“COMPETING  APPLICATION,” 
“PROTEST,"  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE,”  as  applicable.  Any  of 
these  filings  must  also  state  that  it  is 
made  in  response  to  this  notice  of 
application  for  preliminary  permit  for 
Project  No.  4329.  Any  comments,  notices 
of  intent,  competing  applications, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  filed  by  providing  the  original  and 
those  copies  required  by  the 
Commission’s  regulations  to:  Kenneth  F. 
Plumb,  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  An  additional  copy  must  be  sent 
to:  Fred  E.  Springer,  Chief,  Applications 
Branch,  Division  of  Hydropower 
Licensing,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  Room  208, 400  First  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  A  copy  of 
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any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Don.  R1 -16035  Filed  5-26-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  Nos.  ER81-353-000,  ER81-354-000, 
and  ER81-381-0001 

Dayton  Power  and  Light  Co.;  Order 
Accepting  for  Filing  and  Suspending 
Revised  Rates,  Denying  Motions, 
Denying  Waiver  of  Notice,  Granting 
Intervention,  Consolidating  Dockets, 
and  Establishing  Price  Squeeze  and 
Hearing  Procedures 

Issued:  May  22,  1981. 

On  March  24, 1981,  in  Docket  No. 
ER81-354-000,  Dayton  Power  and  Light 
Company  (Dayton)  filed  increased  rates 
for  firm  power  service  to  14  municipal 
customers  served  under  its  present 
electric  tariff.  Dayton  concurrently  filed, 
in  Docket  No.  ER81-353-000,  proposed 
rates  for  partial  requirements  and 
transmission  services  not  previously 
offered  to  Dayton’s  wholesale 
customers.  Although  there  are  no 
customers  currently  taking  the  partial 
requirements  or  transmission  services, 
Dayton  states  that  it  has  been  informed 
by  a  number  of  municipal  customers 
that  purchases  from  third  parties  are 
imminent.  Thus,  the  company  desires  to 
have  this  alternate  tariff  on  file  at  this 
time.  Dayton  also  filed,  on  March  31, 
1981,  in  Docket  No.  ER81-381-000, 
increased  rates  for  firm  power  service  to 
its  remaining  wholesale  customer,  the 
City  of  Piqua,  Ohio  (Piqua),  which  is 
served  under  a  separate  interconnection 
agreement.' 

The  proposed  rates  applicable  to 
these  15  municipal  customers  would 
result  in  increased  revenues  of 
approximately  $6,452,566  (40.52%)  for  the 
twelve  months  ending  March  31, 1982. 
Dayton  requests  an  effective  date  of 
sixty  days  after  filing  for  the  respective 
rate  changes,  i.e.,  May  23, 1981,  for  the 
14  municipals  served  under  the  tariff 
and  May  30, 1981,  for  Piqua.  Dayton  also 
requests  waiver  of  the  notice 
requirements  to  permit  the  new  partial 
requirements  and  transmission  service 
tariff  to  become  effective  as  of  the  filing 
date,  March  24, 1981. 

Notices  of  the  filings  were  issued  on 
March  31, 1981,  in  docket  Nos.  ER81353- 
000,  and  ER81-354-000,  and  on  April  7, 
1981,  in  Docket  No.  ER81-381-000,  with 


'  See  Attachment  A  for  rate  schedule 
designations. 


responses  in  all  three  dockets  due  on  or 
before  April  20, 1981.  On  April  20, 1981, 
the  municipal  customers  currently 
served  under  Dayton’s  electric  tariff 
(Municipals)  filed  a  protest,  motion  to 
reject,  and  petition  to  intervene  in 
Docket  No.  ER81-354-000.2  Municipals 
protest  the  rate  increase  as  being 
excessive,  seek  rejection  of  the 
submittal  asserting  that  it  violates  the 
Commission's  filing  requirements,  and, 
alternatively,  request  a  five  month 
suspension.  Municipals  further  contend 
that  Dayton  has  used  a  number  of 
improper  cost  of  service  procedures  or 
allocations,  and  that  the  proposed  rates 
will  create  a  price  squeeze. 

On  April  20, 1981,  Piqua  filed  a  protest 
and  petition  to  intervene  in  Docket  No. 
ER81-381-000.  Piqua  raises  no 
independent  objections,  but  states  that  it 
incorporates  by  reference  the  protest 
filed  by  the  Municipals  in  Docket  No. 
ER81-354-000. 

Also  on  April  20, 1981,  the  Municipals 
filed  a  protest  and  petition  to  intervene 
in  Docket  No.  ER81-353-000.  Municipals 
state  that  they  desire  to  have  the  partial 
requirements  and  transmission  tariff 
available  for  immediate  use,  but  that  the 
customers  should  not  be  penalized  by 
having  to  pay  an  excessive  rate  for  such 
services.  Therefore,  Municipals  request 
that  the  Commission  grant  waiver  of  the 
notice  requirements  and  suspend  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  the  partial 
requirements  and  transmission  tariff  for 
one  day,  but  suspend  the  rates  for  five 
months,  allowing  them  to  become 
effective  subject  to  refund  on  the  same 
date  as  the  full  requirements  rates.  In 
addition,  Municipals  request  that 
Dayton  be  required  to  compute  and  file 
partial  requirements  and  transmission 
rates  based  on  the  same  cost  data  used 
to  derive  its  present  rates  for  firm 
service.  Under  the  Municipals’  proposal, 
these  rates  would  then  be  collected 
during  the  interim  period  prior  to  the 
effective  date  of  the  proposed  rates  for 
partial  requirements  and  transmission 
services.  Municipals  further  request  that 
any  rate  charged  for  the  transmission  of 
power  and  energy  from  Buckeye  Power, 
Inc.,  be  collected  subject  to  refund 
pending  the  outcome  of  a  complaint  filed 
by  the  City  of  St.  Marys  in  Docket  No. 
EL81-1 4-000. 3  Municipals  also  object  to 


2  The  cities  and  villages  are  Arcan,  Celina, 
Eldorado,  Jackson  Center,  Lakeview,  Mendon. 
Minister.  New  Bremen.  New  Knoxville,  St.  Marys, 
Tipp  City.  Versailles,  Waynesfield.  and  Yellow 
Springs. 

3  On  April  16, 1981,  the  City  of  St.  Marys  and 
American  Municipal  Power-Ohio,  Inc.  filed  a 
complaint  against  Dayton  alleging  that  Dayton's 
refusal  to  transmit  power  from  Buckeye  Power  to  St. 
Marys  is  in  violation  of  its  obligations  under  the 
Buckeye  Power  Delivery  Agreement.  No  action  has 
been  taken  in  Docket  No.  EL81-14-000  to  date. 


proposed  partial  requirements  and 
transmission  service  tariff. 

Discussion 

Municipals'  motion  to  reject  the  filing 
is  based  on  the  allegation  that  Dayton 
has  failed  to  file  sufficiently  detailed 
testimony  and  sufficient  support  for 
certain  Period  II  estimates  and  cost  of 
service  adjustments.  The  Commission 
finds  that  Dayton  has  substantially 
complied  with  the  requirements  of 
section  35.13  of  the  regulations,  and 
therefore  the  motion  to  reject  will  be 
denied.4 

Muncipals'  request  for  Dayton  to 
compute  and  file  interim  partial 
requirements  and  transmission  rates 
based  on  cost  data  used  in  the 
derivation  of  their  present  rates  is 
inappropriate  and  will  be  denied. 
Dayton’s  choice  of  a  test  period  is 
consistent  with  section  35.13  of  the 
regulations  and  the  Commission  will  not 
require  Dayton  to  use  historical  data  to 
derive  rates  for  services  to  be  rendered 
in  the  future.5 

Our  analysis  of  Dayton’s  filings 
indicates  that  the  proposed  rates  have 
not  been  shown  to  be  just  and 
reasonable  and  may  be  unjust, 
unreasonable,  unduly  discriminatory, 
preferential,  or  otherwise  unlawful. 
Therefore  we  shall  accept  the  rates  for 
filing  and  suspend  them  as  directed 
below. 

In  a  number  of  suspension  orders,6  we 
have  addressed  the  considerations 
underlying  the  Commission’s  policy 
regarding  rate  suspensions.  For  the 
reasons  given  there,  we  have  concluded 
that  rate  filings  should  generally  be 
suspended  for  the  maximum  period 
permitted  by  statute  where  preliminary 
study  leads  the  Commission  to  believe 
that  the  filing  may  be  unjust  and 
unreasonable  or  that  it  may  run  afoul  of 
other  statutory  standards.  We  have 
acknowledged,  however,  that  shorter 
suspensions  may  be  warranted  in 
circumstances  where  suspension  for  the 
maximum  period  may  lead  to  harsh  and 
inequitable  results.  Such  circumstances 
have  been  presented  here.  As  noted, 
Dayton’s  last  general  rate  increase  to  its 
wholesale  customers  became  effective 
in  1976.  Moreover,  according  to  our 


*  See  Municipal  Light  Boards  of  Reading  and 
Wakefield,  Massachusetts  v.  FPC,  450  F.2d  1341 
(D.C.  Cir.  1971). 

5  We  note  that  Dayton's  last  general  rate  increase 
to  its  wholesale  customers  became  effective  in 
November  of  1976. 

6  E.g.,  Boston  Edison  Company,  Docket  No.  ER80- 
508  (August  29, 1980)  (five-month  suspension); 
Alabama  Power  Co.,  Docket  Nos.  ER80-506,  et  al. 
(August  29. 1980)  (one-day  suspension);  Cleveland 
Electric  Illuminating  Co..  Docket  No.  ER80-218 
(August  22. 1980)  (one-day  suspension). 
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review,  the  full  requirements  rates, 
including  the  rates  to  Piqua,  may  not 
yield  substantially  excessive  revenues. 
Under  these  circumstances,  a  nominal 
suspension  and  a  refund  obligation 
should  provide  adequate  protection  to 
the  affected  customers  pending  the 
outcome  of  a  hearing.  Accordingly,  the 
Commission  will  suspend  these  full 
requirements  rates  for  one  day  to 
become  effective,  subject  to  refund,  on 
May  24, 1981,  for  all  customers  except 
Piqua,  and  on  May  31, 1981,  for  Piqua. 

The  partial  requirements  and 
transmission  rates  cover  services  not 
previously  offered  to  Dayton’s 
wholesale  customers.  As  noted  above, 
Dayton  has  requested  waiver  of  the 
notice  requirements  to  allow  the 
proposed  partial  requirements  and 
transmission  tariff  to  become  effective 
on  March  24, 1981.  Although  the 
intervening  customers  have  supported 
the  request  for  waiver  with  respect  to 
the  tariff  terms  and  conditions,  their 
support  is  premised  on  their  further 
request  that  the  Commission  suspend 
the  associated  rates  for  the  full  five 
months.  However,  for  the  reasons  stated 
with  regard  to  the  full  requirements 
rates,  we  believe  that  a  one  day 
suspension  is  appropriate  as  to  the 
remaining  rates  as  well.  Moreover,  it 
does  not  appear  that  any  customer  has 
arranged  for  the  subject  services  and, 
since  the  60-day  period  following  the 
filing  will  elapse  shortly,  denial  of 
waiver  should  pose  no  obstacle  to 
customers  who  may  desire  partial 
requirements  or  transmission  service. 
We  find  that  good  cause  does  not  exist 
to  grant  waiver  and  we  shall  therefore 
suspend  the  partial  requirements 
transmission  tariff  and  rates  for  one  day 
to  become  effective,  subject  to  refund, 
on  May  24, 1981. 

Since  Docket  Nos.  ER81-353-000, 
ER81-3 54-000  and  ER81-381-000  present 
common  questions  of  law  and  fact,  we 
shall  consolidate  those  dockets  for 
purposes  of  hearing  and  decision. 

In  accordance  with  the  Commission's 
policy  established  in  Arkansas  Power 
and  Light  Company,  Docket  No.  ER79- 
339,  order  issued  August  6, 1979,  we 
shall  phase  the  price  squeeze  issue.  This 
procedure  will  allow  a  decision  first  to 
be  reached  on  the  cost  of  service, 
capitalization  and  rate  of  return  issues. 
If,  in  view  of  the  intervenors  or  staff,  a 
price  squeeze  persists,  a  second  phase 
of  the  proceeding  may  follow. 

The  Commission  finds  that 
participation  in  this  proceeding  by  each 
of  the  petitioners  is  in  the  public 
interest.  Accordingly,  the  petitions  to 
intervene  will  be  granted. 

The  Municipals  have  requested  that 
any  rate  charged  for  the  transmission  of 


power  and  energy  from  Buckeye  Power, 
Inc.  be  collected  subject  to  refund 
pending  the  outcome  of  the  complaint 
proceeding  in  Docket  No.  EL81-14-000. 
The  transmission  rates  currently 
proposed  by  Dayton  are  being 
suspended  and  set  for  hearing  by  this 
order.  Consequently,  the  rate  that 
Dayton  would  charge  for  transmission, 
including  that  involving  Buckeye  Power, 
Inc.,  will  be  collected  subject  to  refund, 
irrespective  of  the  proceedings  in 
Docket  No.  EL81-14-000.  Docket  No. 
EL81-14-000  is  at  a  very  early  stage, 
with  comments  and  protests  being  due 
on  May  22, 1981.  We  shall  decline  to 
take  further  action  at  this  time  pending 
consideration  of  the  complaint. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  Municipals’  motion  to  reject  is 
hereby  denied. 

(B)  The  Municipals'  request  to  require 
Dayton  to  file  interim  rates  for  partial 
requirements  and  transmission  service 
is  hereby  denied. 

(C)  Dayton’s  general  rate  increase  for 
firm  service  and  the  increase  to  the  City 
of  Piqua  are  hereby  accepted  for  filing 
and  suspended  for  one  day  to  become 
effective  May  24, 1981,  and  May  31, 

1981,  respectively,  subject  to  refund. 

(D)  Dayton’s  request  for  waiver  of  the 
notice  requirements  to  allow  the  partial 
requirements  and  transmission  service 
tariff  to  become  effective  as  of  the  filing 
date  is  hereby  denied,  and  such  tariff 
and  rates  are  hereby  accepted  for  filing 
and  suspended  for  one  day  from  sixty 
days  after  filing  to  become  effective 
May  24, 1981,  subject  to  refund. 

(E)  Pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  and  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
section  402(a)  of  the  DOE  Act  and  by  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  particularly  sections 
205  and  206  thereof,  and  pursuant  to  the 
Commission's  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  and  the  regulations  under  the 
Federal  Power  Act  [18  CFR,  Chapter  I 
(1980)],  a  public  hearing  shall  be  held 
concerning  the  justness  and 
reasonableness  of  Dayton's  rates. 

(F)  The  petitioners  are  hereby 
permitted  to  intervene  in  this  proceeding 
subject  to  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Federal  Power 
Act:  Provided,  however,  that 
participation  by  such  intervenors  shall 
be  limited  to  the  matters  set  forth  in  the 
petitions  to  intervene;  and,  provided, 
further,  that  the  admission  of  such 
intervenors  shall  not  be  construed  as 
recognition  by  the  Commission  that  they 
might  be  aggrieved  by  any  order  or 
orders  entered  by  the  Commission  in 
this  proceeding. 


(G)  Docket  Nos.  ER81-353-000,  ER81- 
354-000  and  ER81-381-000  are  hereby 
consolidated  for  purposes  of  hearing 
and  decision. 

(H)  We  hereby  order  initiation  of  price 
squeeze  procedures  and  further  order 
that  the  proceeding  be  phased  so  that 
the  price  squeeze  procedures  begin  after 
issuance  of  a  Commission  opinion 
establishing  the  rate  which,  but  for  a 
consideration  of  price  squeeze,  would  be 
just  and  reasonable.  The  presiding  judge 
may  order  a  change  in  this  schedule  for 
good  cause.  The  price  squeeze  portion  of 
this  case  shall  be  governed  by  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  section  2.17  of 
the  Commission’s  regulations  as  they 
may  be  modified  prior  to  the  initiation  of 
the  price  squeeze  phase  of  this 
proceeding. 

(I)  The  Commission  staff  shall  serve 
top  sheets  in  this  proceeding  on  or 
before  May  24, 1981. 

(J)  A  presiding  administrative  law 
judge,  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  for  that 
purpose,  shall  convene  a  conference  in 
this  proceeding  to  be  held  within 
approximately  fifteen  (15)  days  after 
service  of  top  sheets,  in  a  hearing  room 

i  of  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  The 
presiding  judge  is  authorized  to 
establish  procedural  dates  and  to  rule 
on  all  motions  (except  motions  to 
consolidate  or  sever  and  motions  to 
dismiss)  as  provided  for  in  the 
Commission's  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure. 

(K)  The  Secretary  shall  promptly 
publish  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Attachment  A — Dayton  Power  and  Light 
Company 

Docket  No.  ER81-353-000 — Other  Party:  No 
one  taking  service  at  this  time. 

Designation: 

(1)  FERC  Electric  Tariff,  Original  Volume 
No.  2  (Original  Sheets  1  through  26). 

(2)  Exhibit  A  to  (1)  above  (Electrical 
Emergency  Procedures). 

Effective:  May  24, 1981,  subject  to  refund. 

Docket  No.  ER81-354-000 — Other  party: 
Municipals  served  under  FPC  Electric  Tariff, 
Original  Volume  No.  1. 


Designation  Supersedes 


(1)  10th  Revised  Sheet  No.  4..  9th  Revised  Sheet  No.  4. 

(2)  1st  Revised  Sheet  No.  4-  Original  Sheet  No.  4-A. 

A. 

(3)  8th  Revised  Sheet  No  5.._  7th  Revised  Sheet  No.  5. 

(4)  4th  Revised  Sheet  No.  5-  3rd  Revised  Sheet  No.  5-A. 
A. 

(5)  2nd  Revised  Sheet  No.  8...  1st  Revised  Sheet  No.  8 

(6)  Original  Sheet  No.  8 _ 
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Effective:  May  24, 1981,  subject  to  refund. 
Docket  No.  ER81-381-000—  Other  Party: 
City  of  Piqua. 

Designation:  Supplement  No.  16  to  Rate 
Schedule  FPC  No.  34  (Supersedes  Supplement 
No.  13). 

Effective:  May  31, 1981,  subject  to  refund. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16036  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  CP81-121-000] 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  and  Amoco 
Production  Co.;  Renotice  of 
Application 

May  22, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  29, 

1980,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  (El 
Paso),  P.O.  Box  1492,  EL  Paso,  Texas 
79978,  and  Amoco  Production  Company 
(Amoco),  P.O.  Box  3092,  Houston,  Texas 
77001,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP81-121-000 
a  joint  application  pursuant  to  Section 
7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  transportation 
and  exchange  of  natural  gas,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application  which  is 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

El  Paso  states  that  it  sells  and  delivers 
quantities  of  return  residue  gas  to 
Amoco  which  are  in  excess  of 
casinghead  gas  quantities  which  El  Paso 
has  purchased  from  Amoco  pursuant  to 
a  casinghead  gas  contract  and  letter 
agreement.  It  is  stated  that  Amoco  uses 
this  gas  in  association  with  the 
production  of  oil  and  gas  in  the  Bakke 
Field  located  in  Andrews  County, 

Texas.  It  is  further  stated  that  since  the 
residue  gas  has  been  reclassified  to 
Priority  3  delivery,  Amoco  is  concerned 
that  production  in  the  Bakke  Field  could 
be  seriously  affected  as  a  result  of  the 
extensive  periods  of  total  or  partial 
curtailment  of  Priority  3  deliveries  which 
have  occurred  and  are  expected  to 
continue  to  occur  on  El  Paso’s  interstate 
transmission  system. 

In  consideration  of  Amoco’s  concern, 
Applicants  state  they  have  entered  into 
a  gas  exchange  agreement  dated  May  1, 
1980,  which  supersedes  the  previous 
letter  agreement  and  which  provides  for 
Amoco  to  utilize  its  own  source  of 
natural  gas  supply  for  assurance  of 
reliability  of  natural  gas  service  required 
to  maintain  the  production  of  oil  and  gas 
reserves  attributable  to  the  Bakke  Field. 
Pursuant  to  the  agreement,  it  is  stated 
that  El  Paso  has  acquired  a  new  source 
of  natural  gas  supply  from  Amoco’s 
Lansdale  “D"  Federal  Com.  No.  1  well 
located  in  Lea  County,  New  Mexico.  It  is 
further  stated  that  Amoco  has  dedicated 
75  percent  of  its  natural  gas  reserves 


produced  from  the  well  to  El  Paso  and 
reserved  the  right  to  receive  in  kind  up 
to  the  remaining  25  percent  of  the 
production  for  use  in  its  operation  of  the 
Bakke  Field  facilities.  Applicants  state 
that  Amoco  would  deliver  to  El  Paso 
noncommitted  quantities  of  in-kind 
takes  and  that  El  Paso  would  deliver 
equivalent  quantities  of  natural  gas  on  a 
volumetric  basis  to  Amoco  at  existing 
delivery  points  located  in  Andrews 
County,  Texas.  It  is  stated  that  the 
exchange  arrangement  can  be 
accomplished  by  use  of  existing 
facilities. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  June  3, 
1981,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 

D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16019  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  Nos.  ER  80-327  and  ER80-328] 

Georgia  Power  Co.;  Compliance 
Report 

May  21, 1981. 

The  filing  company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  May  11, 1981, 
Georgia  Power  Company  (GPC)  filed  a 
Compliance  Report  for  Docket  Nos. 
ER80-327  and  ER80-328  ordered  to  be 
filed  by  the  Commission’s  order  of  April 
21, 1981,  which  approved  the  settlement 
agreements  filed  and  approved  by  the 
Commission  in  the  above-mentioned 
dockets. 

GPC  states  that  it  has  refunded  to  the 
Oglethorpe  Power  Corporation  (OPC), 
the  Municipal  Electric  Authority  of 
Georgia  (MEAG),  and  to  the  City  of 
Dalton,  Georgia  (Dalton)  a  total  of 
$4,459,942.89  in  settlement  of  the  PR-5 
rate.  This  amount  included  q  principal 
refund  of  $4,346,823.00  and  interest  in 
the  amount  of  $113,119.89.  This  total 
refund  was  made  in  Docket  No.  ER80- 
328  for  the  partial  requirements 
customers. 

GPC  also  refunded  to  the  Cities  of 
Acworth  and  Hampton,  Georgia  a  total 
of  $33,942.43  in  settlement  of  the  FR-3 
rate  which  is  embodied  in  Docket  No. 
ER80-327.  These  cities  are  full 
requirements  customers.  This  amount 
included  a  principal  refund  of  $33,285.22 
and  interest  in  the  amount  of  $657.21. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
Compliance  Report  should  on  or  before 
June  11, 1981,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestant  a  party  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  of  Intervention  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16037  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 
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[Docket  No.  ES81-46-000] 

Gulf  States  Utilities  Co.;  Application 

May  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  13, 1981,  Gulf 
States  Utilities  Company  (Applicant) 
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filed  an  application  seeking  an  order 
pursuant  to  Section  204  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  authorizing  the  issuance  of 
588,000  Shares  of  Additional  Common 
Stock. 

The  Applicant  proposes  to  issue  the 
new  securities  in  exchange  for  all  of  the 
outstanding  capital  stock  of  the 
Prudential  Drilling  Company,  a  Texas 
corporation  which  is  in  the  business  of 
oil  and  gas  exploration  and 
development.  The  Applicant  then 
proposes  to  continue  and  expand  the 
exploration  and  development  program 
of  such  subsidiary. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
Application  should  on  or  before  June  3, 
1981,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  petitions  or  protests  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Persons 
wishing  to  become  parties  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  petitions  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules.  The  application  is 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16038  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am] 
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[Docket  Nos.  ER80-259,  ER80-793-000, 
ER80-793-001,  ER81-355-000,  ER81-356- 
000, and  ER81-357-000] 

Kansas  Gas  and  Electric  Co.;  Order 
Accepting  for  Filing  and  Suspending 
Proposed  Rates,  Granting 
Intervention,  Waiving  Filing 
Requirements,  Denying  Motions  To 
Reject,  Consolidating  Proceedings, 
and  Establishing  Price  Squeeze  and 
Hearing  Procedures 

Issued:  May  26, 1981. 

On  March  24, 1981,  Kansas  Gas  and 
Electric  Company  (KG&E)  tendered  for 
filing  three  unexecuted  service 
agreements  1  providing  for  an  increase 
in  rates  for  service  to  the  Cities  of 
Wellington  (Docket  No.  ER81-355-000), 
Winfield  (Docket  No.  ER81-356-000), 
and  Girard  (Docket  No.  ER81-357-000), 
Kansas  collectively  referred  to  as  Cities) 
to  supersede  existing  agreements 


1  See  Attachment  A  for  rate  schedule 
designations. 


between  KG&E  and  each  city.2 The  new 
agreements  incorporate  rates  for  service 
to  the  Cities  which  are  identical  to  those 
proposed  by  KG&E  and  currently 
subject  to  investigation  in  Docket  Nos. 
ER80-259,  et  al. 3  KG&E  indicates  that 
the  rates  will  be  modified  to  reflect  the 
Commission’s  conclusions  in  the  prior 
dockets. 

KG&E's  submittals  reflect  an  increase 
in  revenues  from  Wellington  of  $240,446 
and  from  Winfield  of  $43,006  for  the  12- 
month  period  ending  May  31, 1981.  The 
increase  to  Girard  represents  additional 
revenues  of  $141,163  for  the  12-month 
period  ending  June  30, 1981.  With 
respect  to  Wellington  and  Winfield, 
KG&E  requests  acceptance  of  its  filing 
as  of  May  31, 1981,  in  order  to  permit  the 
rates  to  commence,  after  a  one  day 
suspension,  on  June  1, 1981,  subject  to 
refund.  With  respect  to  Girard,  KG&E 
requests  acceptance  as  of  June  30, 1981, 
to  permit  that  rate  to  commence,  after  a 
one  day  suspension,  on  July  1, 1981, 
subject  to  refund.  These  dates  represent 
the  day  after  termination  of  the 
respective  agreements. 

KG&E  asserts  that  its  filings  in  these 
dockets  contain  agreements  in  all 
respects  similar  to  the  one  filed  in 
Docket  No.  ER80-793  for  service  to  the 
City  of  Burlington,  Kansas  (Burlington), 
which  was  amended  in  Docket  No. 
ER80-793-001.  As  in  the  instant  filings, 
the  rates  for  Burlington  were  the  same 
rates  as  those  proposed  in  Docket  No. 
ER80-259.  By  orders  issued  November 
28, 1980,  and  March  4, 1981,  the 
Commission,  inter  alia,  waived  the  filing 
requirements,  accepted  for  filing  and 
suspended  the  submittals  applicable  to 
Burlington  for  one  day,  and  consolidated 
those  proceedings  with  Docket  No. 
ER80-259.  KG&E  requests  similar 
treatment  for  the  instant  submittals. 

Notices  of  the  filings  were  issued  on 
March  31, 1981,  with  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  due  on 


2  On  May  3, 1978,  the  requisite  written  notice  of 
contract  termination  was  served  on  each  city. 

3  In  its  filing  in  Docket  No.  ER80-259,  KG&E 
acknowledged  that  the  Commission's  prior  orders  in 
Docket  No.  ER77-578  held  that  increases  in  firm 
power  rates  to  seven  of  its  partial  requirements 
municipal  customers  (Burlington.  Chanute, 
Coffeyville.  Fredonia,  Girard,  Iola.  and  Winfield) 
were  subject  to  the  stricter  Sierra  burden  of  proof  in 
requesting  rate  changes.  (United  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  v. 
Mobile  Gas  Service  Corp..  350  U.S.  (1956)  and  F.P.C. 
v.  Sierra  Pacific  Power  Co.,  350  U.S.  348  (1956)). 
Thus,  increases  to  those  customers  were  not 
proposed  in  Docket  No.  ER80-259.  However,  the 
cost  of  providing  firm  service  to  those  customers 
was  included  in  KG&E's  cost  of  service.  KG&E's 
contract  with  Wellington  has  been  interpreted  as 
permitting  only  prospective  rate  changes  but  under 
the  just  and  reasonable  burden  of  proof.  (See 
Kansas  Gas  &  Electric  Company.  Docket  No.  ER77- 
578.  order  issued  February  1, 1978;  see  also  Opinion 
No.  80,  Docket  No.  ER77-578,  issued  March  19, 

1980). 


28905 


or  before  April  20, 1981.  On  April  16, 

1981,  Wellington  filed  in  Docket  No. 
ER81-356-000,  a  petition  to  intervene, 
which  was  withdrawn  by  petition  filed 
April  20, 1981.  On  April  20, 1981, 
Wellington,  Winfield,  and  Girard  filed 
petitions  to  intervene,  protests,  motions 
to  reject,  and  alternative  requests  for 
five-month  suspension  and 
consolidation.  In  support  of  their 
motions  to  reject.  Cities  assert  that  the 
filings  (1)  fail  to  comply  with 
Commission  orders,  (2)  are  not 
supported  by  cost  data,  and  (3)  are 
excessive,  unreasonable, 
anticompetitive,  discriminatory,  and 
would  create  a  price  squeeze. 
Alternatively,  Cities  urge  a  five-month 
suspension  period  to  be  compatible  with 
the  Commission's  general  policy  for 
maximum  suspension  of  rate  filings 
inasmuch  as  they  assert  that  no  special 
circumstances  warrant  a  departure  from 
that  policy.  KG&E  filed  answers  to  the 
protests  on  May  5, 1981. 

Discussion 

Initially,  we  find  that  participation  by 
Cities  in  this  proceeding  is  in  the  public 
interest.  Consequently,  we  shall  grant 
the  petitions  to  intervene. 

As  noted  above,  in  Docket  No.  ER80- 
793-000,  the  proposed  rates  were  the 
same  as  those  submitted  in  Docket  No. 
ER80-259,  and  KG&E’s  cost  of  service  in 
the  earlier  docket  included  the  costs  of 
providing  service  to  Burlington.  We, 
therefore,  granted  KG&E’s  request  for 
waiver  of  the  filing  requirements  and 
test  period  time  constraints  of  our 
regulations.  The  circumstances 
presented  by  the  instant  filings  are 
identical  and,  therefore,  the  rationale 
stated  in  our  November  28, 1980  order  is 
equally  applicable  here.  As  a  result,  we 
shall  grant  KG&E’s  requests  for  waiver 
in  Docket  Nos.  ER81 -355-000,  ER81-356- 
000,  and  F.R81 -357-000,  and  permit  the 
use  of  the  cost  of  service  data  filed  in 
Docket  No.  ER80-259  to  support  the 
rates  currently  proposed. 

Further,  we  do  not  believe  that  the 
remaining  arguments  made  by  Cities 
provide  an  adequate  basis  for  rejecting 
KG&E’s  filings.  Those  issues  should  be 
resolved  together  with  the  issues  raised 
in  the  Docket  No.  ER80-259  proceeding. 
We  shall  therefore  deny  the  motions  to 
reject  KG&E’s  filings  and  we  shall  grant 
the  requests  to  consolidate  the  dockets 
for  purposes  of  hearing  and  decision. 

Our  analysis  of  KG&E’s  filings 
indicates  that  the  proposed  rates  have 
not  been  shown  to  be  just  and 
reasonable  and  may  be  unjust, 
unreasonable,  unduly  discriminatory, 
preferential,  or  otherwise  unlawful. 
Accordingly,  we  shall  accept  the 


28906 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  103  /  Friday,  May  29,  1981  /  Notices 


proposed  agreements  for  filing  and 
suspend  them  as  ordered  below. 

In  a  number  of  suspension  orders,4  we 
have  addressed  the  considerations 
underlying  the  Commission’s  policy 
regarding  rate  suspensions.  For  the 
reasons  given  there,  we  have  concluded 
that  rate  filings  should  generally  be 
suspended  for  the  maximum  period 
permitted  by  statute  where  preliminary 
study  leads  the  Commission  to  believe 
that  the  filing  may  be  unjust  and 
unreasonable  or  that  it  may  run  afoul  of 
other  statutory  standards.  We  have 
acknowledged,  however,  that  shorter 
suspension  periods  may  be  warranted  in 
circumstances  where  suspension  for  the 
maximum  period  may  lead  to  harsh  and 
inequitable  results.  Such  circumstances 
have  been  presented  here.  With  respect 
to  the  increased  rates  to  Burlington  in 
Docket  No.  ER80-793-000,  we  imposed  a 
one-day  suspension.  In  our  order  of 
November  28, 1980,  we  fully  explained 
our  reasons  for  concluding  that  it  would 
be. unfair  to  KG&E  to  suspend  the  same 
rates  for  an  extended  period  each  time 
they  become  applicable  to  a  new 
customer  by  reason  of  a  contract 
termination.  The  same  rationale  applies 
to  the  instant  filings.  Consequently,  we 
shall  suspend  the  rates  for  one  day, 
permitting  them  to  take  effect  subject  to 
refund  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

Generally,  the  Commission  provides 
that  price  squeeze  issues  should  be 
phased  in  accordance  with  the  policy 
established  in  Arkansas  Power  and 
Light  Company,  Docket  No.  ER79-339 
(August  6, 1979).  However,  in  the  order 
issued  in  Docket  No.  ER80-259  on  May 
30, 1980,  we  elected  not  to  phase  this 
issue  because  the  proceeding  involved 
in  part  an  application  for  increased  rates 
that  could  not  become  effective  until  the 
Commission  determined  the  lawful  rate. 
The  Commission  did,  however,  permit 
the  judge  to  exercise  discretion  in  this 
matter.  With  respect  to  the  price 
squeeze  allegations  raised  by  Cities  we 
shall  authorize  the  presiding  judge 
previously  designated  in  Docket  Nos. 
ER80-259,  et  a/,  to  establish  such 
procedures  are  are  deemed  appropriate 
for  consideration  of  this  issue  in  light  of 
any  procedural  schedule  previously 
adopted. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  motions  to  reject  the  filing 
submitted  by  Cities  are  hereby  denied. 

(B)  KG&E’s  rates  tendered  for  filing  in 
Docket  Nos.  ER81-355-000  and  ER81- 
356-000  are  hereby  accepted  for  filing 


4  E  G..  Boston  Edison  Co..  Docket  No.  ER80-508 
(August  29. 1980)  (five-month  suspension);  Alabama 
Power  Co..  Docket  Nos.  ER80-506,  et  a!..  (August  29, 
1980)  (one  day  suspension);  Cleveland  Electric 
Illuminating  Co..  Docket  No.  ER80-488  (August  22, 
1980)  (one  day  suspension). 


and  suspended  for  one  day,  to  become 
effective  on  June  1, 1981,  subject  to 
refund;  KG&E’s  rates  tendered  for  filing 
in  Docket  No.  ER81-357-000  are  hereby 
accepted  for  filing  and  suspended  for 
one  day,  to  become  effective,  subject  to 
refund,  on  July  1, 1981. 

(C)  Pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  and  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
section  402fa)  of  the  DOE  Act  and  by  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  particularly  sections 
205  and  206  thereof,  and  pursuant  to  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  and  the  regulations  under  the 
Federal  Power  [18  CFR,  Chapter  I 
(1980)],  a  public  hearing  shall  be  held 
concerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  rates 
filed  by  KG&E. 

(D)  Cities’  petitions  to  intervene  are 
hereby  granted  subject  to  the  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  Commission; 

Provided,  however,  that  participation  by 
the  intervenors  shall  be  limited  to 
matters  set  forth  in  their  petitions  to 
intervene;  and  provided,  further,  that  the 
admission  of  the  intervenors  shall  not  be 
construed  as  recognition  by  the 
Commission  that  they  might  be 
aggrieved  because  of  any  order  or 
orders  by  the  Commission  entered  in 
this  proceeding. 

(E)  Docket  Nos.  ER80-259,  ER80-793- 
000,  ER80-793-001,  ER81-355-000,  ER81- 
356-000,  and  ER81-357-000,  are  hereby 
consolidated  for  purposes  of  hearing 
and  decision. 

(F)  The  price  squeeze  portion  of  this 
case  shall  be  governed  by  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  section  2.17  of 
the  Commission’s  regulations  as 
modified  by  Commission  orders. 

(G)  The  administrative  law  judge 
previously  designated  to  preside  in 
Docket  Nos.  ER80-259,  et  al.  shall 
determine  and  implement  such 
procedures  as  are  necessary  to 
accommodate  consolidation  of  the 
instant  dockets  with  the  pending 
proceeding,  including  those  related  to 
the  price  squeeze  issue. 

(H)  The  Secretary  shall  promptly 
publish  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Attachment  A — Kansas  Gas  &  Electric 
Company  Rate  Schedule  Designations 

Designation  and  Description 

Docket  No.:  ER81-355-000 

Other  Party:  City  of  Wellington,  Kansas 

Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  145  (Supersedes 
Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  98  as 
supplemented) — Electric  Service 
Agreement 


Supplement  No.  1  to  Rate  Schedule  FERC 
No.  145 — Service  Schedule  A  Firm  Power 
Service 

Supplement  No.  2  to  Rate  Schedule  FERC 
No.  145 — Service  Schedule  B  Emergency 
Service 

Supplement  No.  3  to  Rate  Schedule  FERC 
No.  145 — Service  Schedule  C  Supplement 
Energy  Service 

Supplement  No.  4  to  Rate  Schedule  FERC 
No.  145 — Fuel  Adjustment  Clause 
Docket  No.:  ER81-356-000 
Other  Party:  City  of  Winfield,  Kansas 

Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  146  (Supersedes 
Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  110  as 
supplemented) — Electric  Service 
Agreement 

Supplement  No.  1  to  Rate  Schedule  FERC 
No.146 — Service  Schedule  A  Firm  Power 
Service 

Supplement  No.  2  to  Rate  Schedule  FERC 
No.  146 — Service  Schedule  B  Emergency 
Service 

Supplement  No.  3  to  Rate  Schedule  FERC 
No.  146 — Service  Schedule  C  Supplement 
Energy  Service 

Supplement  No.  4  to  Rate  Schedule  FERC 
No.  146 — Fuel  Adjustment  Clause 
Docket  No.:  ER81-357-000 
Other  Party:  City  of  Girard,  Kansas 

Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  147  (Supersedes 
Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  110  as 
supplemented) — Electric  Service 
Agreement 

Supplement  No.  1  to  Rate  Schedule  FERC 
No.147 — Service  Schedule  A  Firm  Power 
Service 

Supplement  No.  2  to  Rate  Schedule  FERC 
No.  147 — Service  Schedule  B  Emergency 
Service 

Supplement  No.  3  to  Rate  Schedule  FERC 
No.  147 — Service  Schedule  C  Supplement 
Energy  Service 

Supplement  No.  4  to  Rate  Schedule  FERC 
No.  147 — Fuel  Adjustment  Clause 

|FR  Doc.  81-16039  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am) 
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[Docket  No.  ER81-460-000] 

The  Kansas  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Filing 

May  21, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  May  11, 1981,  The 
Kansas  Power  and  Light  Company 
(Kansas)  tendered  for  filing  an 
amendment  dated  March  16, 1981,  to 
that  Certain  Contract  dated  September 
21, 1973,  with  Leavenworth-Jefferson 
Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.  for  wholesale 
service  to  that  Cooperative.  Kansas 
states  that  this  is  a  supplement  to  a 
contract  dated  September  1, 1973,  and 
designated  KPL  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No. 
157.  This  amendment  will  provide  for 
the  deletion  of  one  delivery  point  known 
as  ’New  Oskaloosa',  and  the  change  in 
maximum  capacity  for  the  delivery  point 
known  as  “New  Tonganoxie”.  The 
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proposed  effective  date  is  March  16, 

1981  and  Kansas  requests  that  the 
Commission  waive  the  notice 
requirements  as  allowed  in  Section  35.11 
of  its  regulations.  According  to  Kansas, 
the  net  billing  for  the  twelve  months 
succeeding  the  proposed  change  in 
agreements  is  $1,182,441.53.  In  addition, 
Kansas  states  that  copies  of  the 
agreement  have  been  mailed  to 
Leavenworth-Jefferson  Electric 
Cooperative,  Inc.  and  the  State 
Corporation  Commission  of  Kansas. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8, 1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  8, 1981. 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  application  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-16040  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 
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[Docket  No.  ER81-461-000] 

Missouri  Edison  Co.;  Filing 

May  21, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Missouri  Edison 
Company  (Missouri)  on  May  12, 1981 
tendered  for  filing  a  new  increased 
FERC  Electric  Service  Tariff  to  replace 
its  current  Electric  Service  Tariff  No.  3. 
The  proposed  changes  would  increase 
revenues  from  its  Wholesale  Municipal 
Customer  by  $26,266  based  on  the 
twelve-month  period  ended  June  30, 

1981. 

Missouri  Edison  Company’s  proposed 
increase  in  rates  is  due  primary  to 
wholesale  power  cost  increases  incurred 
by  the  Company. 

A  copy  of  the  filing  was  served  upon 
the  City  of  Clarksville  and  the  Missouri 
Public  Service  Commission  has  been 
notified  of  the  proposed  tariff  and  rate 
schedule  changes. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§1.8 


and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  8, 1981. 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16041  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  RP81-62-000] 

National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp.; 
Revision  to  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

May  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  13, 1981, 
National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corporation 
(“National  Fuel”),  Ten  Lafayette  Square, 
Buffalo,  New  York  14203,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  RP81-62-000  its  Revision  to  FERC 
Gas  Tariff  to  Clarify  Interest  Period, 
through  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Original 
Volume  No.  1,  Second  Revised  Sheet  No. 
36D.  The  filing  seeks  to  clarify  the  point 
in  time  when  carrying  charges  on 
supplier  refunds  are  required,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  revision  which 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  is 
open  for  public  inspection. 

National  Fuel  states  that  on 
November  30, 1980,  it  was  required  by 
the  Commission  to  pay  carrying  charges 
on  its  suppliers’  refunds  from  the  date  of 
receipt  to  the  date  of  disbursements 
although  the  cash  refunds,  which  are 
isolated  in  a  separate  account,  are 
analogous  to  refunds  that  would  flow 
through  Account  No.  191.  National  Fuel 
further  states  that  it  was  recently 
informed  by  the  Commission  Staff  that 
its  interest  period  is  inconsistent  with 
the  treatment  of  carrying  charges  by 
other  pipelines.  National  Fuel  has, 
therefore,  requested  authorization  of 
Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  36D  which 
conforms  the  interest  treatment  of 
National  Fuel’s  refunds  to  the  interest 
treatment  accorded  to  refunds  which 
flow  through  Account  No.  191. 

National  Fuel  states  that  although  it  is 
unaware  of  any  waivers  necessary  for 
the  Commission  to  make  this  tariff  sheet 
effective  as  proposed.  National  Fuel 
respectfully  requests  that  the 
Commission  grant  such  waivers  as  it 
deems  necessary. 

Finally,  National  Fuel  states  that  this 
filing  will  not  result  in  any  increase  in 
National  Fuel’s  revenues  and  is 


necessitated  by  the  amount  of  time 
involved  in  processing  its  supplier 
refunds.  National  Fuel  proposes  that  this 
filing  become  effective  May  14, 1981. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
filing  should  on  or  before  June  9, 1981, 
file  with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  157.79).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be 
considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission's  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will 
be  held  without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this  filing 
if  no  petition  to  intervene  is  filed  within 
the  time  required  herein,  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  review  of 
permission  and  approval  for  the 
proposed  revision  are  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
motion  belives  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Petitioner  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16042  Filed  5-28-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  Nos.  RP80-97,  etc.) 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  et  al.; 
Informal  Settlement  Conference 

May  21. 1981. 

In  the  matter  of  Tennessee  Gas 
Pipeline  Co.,  Docket  No.  RP80-97; 
Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Co., 
Docket  No.  RP80-100;  Southern  Natural 
Gas  Co.,  Docket  No.  RP80-102;  Natural 
Gas  Pipe  Line  Company  of  America, 
Docket  No.  RP80-107;  Transcontinental 
Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp.,  Docket  No.  RP80- 
117;  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.,  Docket 
No.  RP80-121;  Trunkline  Gas  Co.. 
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Docket  No.  RP80-106;  Columbia  Gulf 
Transmission  Co.,  Docket  No.  RP80-145; 
Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp.; 
Docket  No.  RP80-146;  Sea  Robin 
Pipeline  Co.,  Docket  Nos.  RP80-55  & 
RP80-118;  Florida  Gas  Transmission  Co., 
Docket  No.  RP81-7;  High  Island 
Offshore  System,  Docket  No.  RP81-18; 
U-T  Offshore  System,  Docket  No.  RP81- 
20. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  1, 1981,  at 
1:30  p.m.,  and  if  necessary  on  June  2, 

1981,  at  10:00  a.m.,  there  will  be  an 
informal  conference  of  all  interested 
persons  for  the  purposes  of  discussing 
settlement  of  issues  pertaining  to  the 
allocation  of  transmission  costs  between 
the  transportation  of  natural  gas  and 
liquids  and  liquefiable  hydrocarbons. 
Such  issues  appear  to  arise  in  the 
above-captioned  dockets,  which  while 
not  consolidated,  will  be  the  subject  of 
joint  discussions  as  a  matter  of 
convenience  and  to  assure  consistency 
in  the  resolution  of  these  issues  to  the 
extent  possible. 

The  meeting  place  for  this  conference 
will  be  at  the  offices  of  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  Hearing 
Room  A,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

Customers,  those  retaining  an  interest 
in  the  subject  liquids  and  liquefiable 
hydrocarbons  and  other  interested 
persons  will  be  permitted  to  attend  this 
conference,  but  if  such  persons  have  not 
previously  been  permitted  to  intervene 
in  any  of  the  above-captioned  dockets 
by  order  of  the  Commission  or  of  a 
Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge 
attendance  will  not  be  deemed  to 
authorize  intervention  as  a  party  in  any 
of  these  proceedings  nor  will  attendance 
by  a  person  granted  intervention  in  one 
or  more  of  the  above-captioned 
proceedings  be  deemed  to  authorize 
intervention  in  any  other  docket. 

All  parties  will  be  expected  to  come 
fully  prepared  to  discuss  the  merits  of 
the  issues  arising  in  those  proceedings 
in  which  they  have  a  pertinent  and 
cognizable  interest  and  to  make 
commitments  with  respect  to  such  issues 
and  to  any  offer  of  settlement  or 
stipulations  discussed  at  the  conference. 

Interested  persons  may  contact 
Lawrence  Acker  or  Norma  Rosner  at 


(202)  357-8565  for  additional 
information. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16044  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  T A8 1 -2-58-000  (PGA  79-4)1 

Texas  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp.;  Tariff 
Sheet  Filing 

May  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  11, 1981, 
Texas  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corporation, 
pursuant  to  §  154.38  of  the  Commission 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
filed  a  Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  4a  to  its 
FERC  Tariff,  Second  Revised  Volume 
No.  1.  Texas  Gas  states  that  the  filed 
Tariff  Sheets  relate  to  the  Unrecovered 
Purchased  Gas  Cost  Account  of  the 
Purchased  Gas  Adjustment  Provision 
contained  in  section  12  and  the 
Incremental  Pricing  Surcharge  Provision 
contained  in  section  13  of  the  General 
Terms  and  Conditions  of  the  Tariff. 

More  specifically,  Third  Revised  Sheet 
No.  4a  reflects  a  net  increase  under  that 
currently  being  collected  to  25.30$  per 
Mcf  (at  14.65  psia)  to  be  effective  June  1, 
1981. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  and 
to  make  protest  with  reference  to  said 
filing  should  on  or  before  June  9, 1981, 
file  with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
petitions  to  intervene  or  protest  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  but 
will  not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Persons 
wishing  to  become  parties  to  the 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  must  file  petitions  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission  rules.  Texas  Gas’  Tariff 
filing  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16043  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ES81-45-000] 

Texas-New  Mexico  Power  Co.; 
Application 

May  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  13, 1981, 
Texas-New  Mexico  Power  Company 
(formerly  Community  Public  Service 
Company)  (Applicant)  filed  an 
application  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  pursuant  to 
Section  204  of  the  Federal  Power  Act, 
seeking  authority  to  negotiate  for  the 
placement  of  not  more  than  $20,000,000 
of  First  Mortgage  Bonds,  250,000  shares 
of  Common  Stock,  par  value  of  $10  per 
share,  and  80,000  shares  of  Cumulative 
Preferred  Stock,  $100,  par  value. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  June  12, 
1981,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  petitions  to  intervene  or 
protests  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10).  The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  available  for  public 
inspeciton. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16045  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  RP80-117] 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp.; 
Informal  Settlement  Conference 

May  21, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  an  informal 
settlement  conference  of  all  interested 
parties  to  this  proceeding  will  be  held  on 
July  8  and  9, 1981,  at  10:00  a.m.  in 
Hearing  Room  C  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  12th  Street  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16046  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Volume  430] 

Determinations  by  Jurisdictional  Agencies  Under  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
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The  above  notices  of  determination 
were  received  from  the  indicated 
jurisdictional  agencies  by  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  pursuant 
to  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
and  18  CFR  274.104.  Negative 
determinations  are  indicated  by  a  “D” 
after  the  section  code.  Estimated  annual 
production  (PROD)  is  in  million  cubic 
feet  (MMcf).  An  (*)  preceeding  the 
control  number  indicates  that  other 
purchasers  are  listed  at  the  end  of  the 
notice. 


The  applications  for  determination  in 
these  proceedings  together  with  a  copy 
or  description  of  other  materials  in  the 
record  on  which  such  determinations 
were  made  are  available  for  inspection, 
except  to  the  extent  such  material  is 
treated  as  confidential  under  18  CFR 
275.206,  at  the  Commission’s  Division  of 
Public  Information,  Room  1000,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426. 

Persons  objecting  to  any  of  these 


determinations  may,  in  accordance  with 
18  CFR  275.203  and  18  CFR  275.204,  file  a 
I  protest  with  the  Commission  on  or 
before  June  15, 1981. 

Please  reference  the  FERC  Control 
Number  (JD  No)  in  all  correspondence 
related  to  these  determinations. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16055  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 
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The  above  notices  of  determination 
were  received  from  the  indicated 
jurisdictional  agencies  by  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  pursuant 
to  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
and  18  CFR  274.104.  Negative 
determinations  are  indicated  by  a  “D” 
after  the  section  code.  Estimated  annual 
production  (PROD)  is  in  million  cubic 
feet  (MMcf).  An  (*)  preceding  the 
control  number  indicates  that  other 
purchasers  are  listed  at  the  end  of  the 
notice. 

The  applications  for  determination  in 
these  proceedings  together  with  a  copy 
or  description  of  other  materials  in  the 
record  on  which  such  determinations 
were  made  are  available  for  inspection, 
except  to  the  extent  such  material  is 
treated  as  confidential  under  18  CFR 
275.206,  at  the  Commission’s  Division  of 
Public  Information,  Room  1000,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426. 


Persons  objecting  to  any  of  these 
determinations  may,  in  accordance  with 
18  CFR  275.203  and  18  CFR  275.204,  file  a 
protest  with  the  Commission  on  or 
before  June  15, 1981. 

Please  reference  the  FERC  Control 
Number  (JD  No)  in  all  correspondence 
related  to  these  determinations. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16056  Filed  5-27-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


Office  of  Hearing  and  Appeals 

Cases  Filed;  Week  of  May  8  through 
May  15, 1981 

During  the  week  of  May  8  through 
May  15, 1981,  the  appeals  and 
applications  for  exception  or  other  relief 
listed  in  the  Appendix  to  this  Notice 


were  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
|  and  Appeals  of  the  Department  of 
Energy. 

Under  DOE  procedural  regulations,  10 
CFR  Part  205,  any  person  who  will  be 
aggrieved  by  the  DOE  action  sought  in 
these  cases  m&y  file  written  comments 
on  the  application  within  ten  days  of 
service  of  notice,  as  prescribed  in  the 
procedural  regulations.  For  purposes  of 
the  regulations,  the  date  of  service  of 
notice  is  deemed  to  be  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  Notice  or  the  date  of 
receipt  by  an  aggrieved  person  of  actual 
notice,  whichever  occurs  first.  All  such 
comments  shall  be  filed  with  the  Office 
of  Hearings  and  Appeals,  Department  of 
Energy,  Washington,  D.C.  20461. 

George  B.  Breznay, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

May  21, 1981. 


List  of  Cases  Received  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 

[Week  of  May  8  through  May  15,  1981] 


Dale  Name  and  location  of  applicant  Case  No. 


May  8,  1981 .  Chevron  USA  Inc.,  Washington,  DC.. .  BES-0157 . 

May  8,  1981 .  Little  America  Refining  Co.,  Washington,  D.C .  BES-0158 . 

May  8,  1981 .  Masonite  Corp.,  Chicago,  III .  BEA-0670;  BES-0670 


May  8.  1981 .  Office  of  Enforcement  (Gorco),  Washington,  D.C .  BRX-0208 . 

May  8,  1981 _  Public  Systems.  Washington,  D.C .  BRZ-0099  through  BRZ- 

0103. 

May  11.  1981 .  A.  O.  Smith  Corp.,  Milwaukee,  Wis .  BEE-1661;  BEL-1661 . 

May  11,  1981  . .  Husky  Oil  Co.,  Denver,  Colo .  BEX-0210 . 

May  11,  1981  . .  Michelle  Pailthorp,  Seattle,  Wash .  BFA-0671 . 

May  11,  1981 _  Texaco,  Inc.,  White  Plains,  N  Y .  BES-0156 . . . . 

May  11,  1981  . .  Tricentennial  Corp.,  Washington,  D.C . BEE-1662 . 

May  12,  1981 .  Atlantic  Richfield  Co.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif .  BRR-0127 . 

May  12,  1981 _  Kern  County  Refinery,  Inc.,  Bakersfield.  Calif .  BES-0159 . 

May  12,  1981 .  Uncle  Ben's  Foods,  Inc.,  Houston,  Tex . _ .  BEA-0672;  BES-0672 . 

May  12,  1981 -  Warrior  Asphalt  Co.  of  Alabama,  Tuscaloosa.  Ala .  BYR-0137 . 

May  13.  1981 _  Cranston  Oil  Service  Co..  Providence,  R.l .  BEX-0209 . . 


Type  of  Submission 


Request  for  Stay.  If  granted:  Chevron  USA  Inc  would  receive  a  stay  of  the  Aprtl 
27,  1981  Decision  and  Order  (Case  No.  BED-0110)  issued  to  Asamera  Oil 
(U.S.)  Inc.  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

Request  for  Stay.  If  granted:  Little  America  Refining  Co.  would  receive  a  stay  of 
the  Aprtl  27,  1981  Decision  and  Order  (Case  No.  BED-0110)  issued  to 
Asamera  Oil  (U.S.)  Inc.  by  the  Office  of  Heartngs  and  Appeals. 

Appeal  of  the  Entitlements  Notice  and  Request  for  Stay.  If  granted:  The  March 
1981  Entitlements  Notice  would  be  modified  with  respect  to  Masonite  Corp.'s 
participation  in  the  Entitlements  Program.  Masonite  Corp.  would  receive  a  stay 
of  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  211.67  pending  a  final  determination  on  its 
Appeal. 

Request  for  Supplemental  Order.  If  granted:  The  May  16,  1977  Decision  and 
Order  (Case  No.  FES-4105)  issued  to  Guam  Oil  and  Refining  Co.  would  be 
rescinded. 

Interlocutory  Order.  If  granted:  Public  Systems  would  be  provided  with  unexpur¬ 
gated  copies  of  all  pleadings  in  remedial  order  processings  involving  Atlantic 
Richfield  Company,  Gulf  Oil  Corporation,  Standard  Oil  Co.  of  California. 
Standard  Oil  Co.  (Ohio),  and  Texaco,  Inc.  (Case  Nos.  DRO-0193,  DRO-0194, 
DRO-0196,  DRO-0197,  and  DRO-0199,  respectively)  and  would  be  made  a 
party  to  all  protective  orders. 

Exception  and  Temporary  Exception  from  the  Energy  Conservation  Program  for 
Consumer  Products.  If  granted:  A.  O.  Smith  Corp.  would  not  be  required  to 
perform  energy  efficiency  tests  of  its  gas-fired  water  heaters  equipped  with 
thermal  compensating  dip  tubes. 

Supplemental  Order.  If  granted:  The  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  would 
review  the  financial  information  submitted  by  Husky  Oil  Co.  for  the  period 
March  1978  through  January  1981  to  determine  the  approprtate  level  of 
entitlements  exception  relief  for  the  firm. 

Appeal  of  Information  Request  Denial.  If  granted:  The  Information  Request 
Denial  issued  by  the  Bonneville  Power  Administration  would  be  rescinded, 
and  Michelle  Pailthorp  would  receive  access  to  certain  DOE  information. 

Request  for  Stay.  If  granted:  Texaco,  Inc.  would  receive  a  stay  of  the  Aprtl  27, 
1981  Decision  and  Order  (Case  No.  BED-0110)  issued  to  Asamera  Oil  (U.S.) 
Inc.  by  the  Office  of  Heartngs  and  Appeals. 

Exception  to  Reporting  Requirements.  If  granted:  Trtcentennial  Corp.  would  not 
be  required  to  file  Form  EIA-9A  ("No.  2  Distillate  Price  Monitortng  Report"). 

Motion  for  Modification/Rescission.  If  granted:  The  January  30,  1981  Decision 
and  Order  (Case  Nos.  BRD-1247  and  BRH-1247)  issued  to  Atlantic  Richfield 
Co.  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  would  be  rescinded. 

Request  for  Stay.  If  granted:  Kern  County  Refinery.  Inc.  would  receive  a  stay  of 
the  Aprtl  22,  1981  Decision  and  Order  (Case  No.  DEX-0195)  regarding  its 
entitlements  purchase  obligation. 

Appeal  of  the  Entitlements  Notice  and  Request  for  Stay.  If  granted:  The  March 
1981  Entitlements  Notice  would  be  modified  with  respect  to  Uncle  Ben's 
Foods,  Inc.'s  participation  in  the  Entitlements  Program.  The  firm  would  receive 
a  stay  of  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  211.67  pending  a  final  determination  on  its 
Appeal. 

Request  for  Modification.  If  granted:  The  Aprtl  20,  1981  Decision  and  Order 
(Case  No.  DEX-0211)  issued  to  Warrior  Asphalt  Co.  of  Alabama  by  the  Office 
of  Heartngs  and  Appeals  would  be  modified  with  respect  to  the  firm's 
entitlements  purchase  obligations. 

.  Supplemental  Order.  If  granted:  The  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  would 
direct  the  disbursement  of  an  escrow  account  containing  overcharge  refunds 
of  the  Cranston  Service  Co. 
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List  of  Cases  Received  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals— Continued 

[Week  of  May  8  through  May  15.  1981] 


Name  and  location  of  applicant 


Case  No. 


Type  of  Submission 


May  13,  1981 .  Little  America  Refining  Co./Chevron  USA  Inc.,  Washing-  BEJ-0198 . . .  Protective  Order.  If  granted:  Little  America  Refining  Co.  and  Chevron  USA  Inc. 

ton,  D.C.  would  enter  into  a  Protective  Order  regarding  the  exchange  of  proprietary 

information  in  connection  with  Little  America  Refining  Co.'s,  Application  lor 
Exception  (Case  No.  BEE-1064). 

May  13,  1981 .  Miller  &  Chevalier.  Washington,  D.C .  BFA-0673 . . .  Appeal  of  Information  Request  Denial.  If  granted:  The  April  9,  1981  Information 

Request  Denial  issued  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  would  be 
rescinded,  and  Miller  &  Chevalier  would  receive  access  to  documents  relating 
to  the  341  Tract  Unit  of  the  Citronelle  Field. 

May  13,  1981 .  Office  of  Enforcement  (J  &  C  Drilling  Company),  Corpus  BEF-0050 . . .  Implementation  of  Special  Refund  Procedures.  If  granted:  The  Office  of  Hear- 

Christi,  Tex.  ings  and  Appeals  would  implement  Special  Refund  Procedures  pursuant  to  10 

CFR  Part  205,  Subpart  V  in  connection  with  the  July  25,  1979  Consent  Order 
entered  into  by  J  8  C  Drilling  Co. 

May  13,  1981 _  Office  of  Enforcement  (Perry  Gas  Processors,  Inc.),  BEF-0048 . . .  Implementation  of  Special  Refund  Procedures.  If  granted:  The  Office  of  Hear- 

Odessa.  Tex.  ings  and  Appeals  would  implement  Special  Refund  Procedures  pursuant  to  10 

CFR  Part  205,  Subpart  V  in  connection  with  the  August  13,  1979  Consent 
i  Order  entered  into  by  Perry  Gas  Processors.  Inc. 

May  13,  1981 _  Office  of  Enforcement  (Worldwide  Energy  Corporation),  BEF-0049 . . .  Implementation  of  Special  Refund  Procedures.  If  granted:  The  Office  of  Hear- 

Denver,  Colo.  ings  and  Appeals  would  implement  Special  Refund  Procedures  pursuant  to  10 

CFR  Pat  205,  Subpart  V  in  connection  with  the  February  26,  1980  Consent 
Order  entered  into  by  Worldwide  Energy  Corp. 

May  15,  1981 _  Marcum  Oil  Co.,  Savannah,  Mo . .  BRR-0138 .  Request  for  Modification  or  Rescission.  If  granted:  The  December  18,  1978 

Decision  and  Order  (Case  No.  DRO-0214)  issued  to  Marcum  Oi  Co.  by  the 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  would  be  rescinded. 


Notices  of  Objection  Received 

[Week  of  May  8  through  May  15.  1981] 

Date 

Name  and  location  of  applicant 

Case  No. 

April  17.  1981 . . . . . . .  Texas  City  Refining,  Inc.,  Washington,  D.C _ 

May  12.  1981 . . . . . . . - . . . Clark  Oil  &  Refining  Corporation.  Washington,  D.C... 

May  12.  1981 _ _ _ _ _ _  Martex  Oil  8  Refining,  Inc.,  Los  Angeles,  California 


BEE-1419. 

BEE-1582. 

BEE-1481 


[FR  Doc.  81-16081  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-01-M 


Implementation  of  Special  Refund 
Procedures 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Department  of  Energy. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  implementation  of 
special  refund  procedures  and 
solicitation  of  comments. 


SUMMARY:  The  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals  of  the  Department  of  Energy 
solicits  comments  concerning  the 
appropriate  procedures  to  be  followed  in 
refunding  to  adversely  affected  parties 
$4,436,679.97  obtained  by  the  DOE  under 
the  terms  of  consent  orders  entered  into 
with  four  natural  gas  processors.  The 
funds  were  provided  by  the  four  firms  in 
order  to  settle  enforcement  proceedings 
brought  by  the  Office  of  Enforcement  in 
the  matters  of  Belridge  Oil  Company 
($95,821.49),  Texas  Oil  and  Gas 
Corporation  ($4,200,000),  Triton  Oil  and 
Gas  Corporation  ($78,358.48),  and  Liquid 
Products  Recovery,  Inc.  ($62,500). 

DATE  AND  ADDRESS:  Comments  must  be 
filed  on  or  before  June  29, 1981,  and 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals,  Department  of 
Energy,  2000  M  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20461.  All  comments 
should  display  conspicuously  a 
reference  to  case  numbers  BEF-0014, 
BEF-0027,  BEF-0038,  and  BEF-0029. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Thomas  O.  Mann,  Acting  Deputy 
Director,  Office  of  Hearing  and  Appeals, 
Department  of  Energy,  2000  M  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20461,  (202)  653- 
3137. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 

accordance  with  §  205.282(b)  of  the 
procedural  regulations  of  the 
Department  of  Energy,  10  CFR 
205.282(b),  notice  is  hereby  given  of  the 
issuance  of  the  Proposed  Decision  and 
Order  set  out  below.  The  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order  tentatively 
establishes  procedures  to  distribute  to 
adversely  affected  parties  a  total  of 
$4,436,679.97  obtained  by  the  DOE  under 
the  terms  of  consent  orders  entered  into 
with  four  natural  gas  processors: 

Belridge  Oil  Company  ($95,821.49), 

Texas  Oil  and  Gas  Corporation 
($4,200,000.00),  Triton  Oil  and  Gas 
Corporation  ($78,358.48),  and  Liquid 
Products  Recovery,  Inc.  ($62,500).  The 
funds  were  provided  to  the  DOE  by  the 
four  firms  in  order  to  settle  all  claims 
and  disputes  between  the  firms  and  the 
DOE  regarding  the  first  sales  prices  of 
natural  gas  liquids  (NGLs)  charged  by 
each  of  the  firms  during  differing  periods 
between  September  1973  and  August 
1979.  In  each  of  the  four  consent  orders, 
the  parties  stipulated  that  the  funds 
were  to  be  distributed  by  the  DOE 
pursuant  to  10  CFR,  Part  205,  Subpart  V. 


The  Proposed  Decision  and  Order  sets 
forth  the  procedures  and  standards  that 
the  DOE  has  tentatively  formulated  in 
order  to  distribute  the  contents  of  the 
escrow  accounts  funded  by  the  four 
firms.  The  DOE  has  tentatively  decided 
that  Applications  for  Refund  should  be 
accepted  from  the  seventeen  initial 
purchasers  of  NGLs  from  the  four  firms 
during  the  covered  periods.  In  addition, 
the  DOE  determined  that  Applications 
for  Refund  also  should  be  accepted  from 
persons  who  bought  products  produced 
with  or  from  the  NGLs  sold  by  Belridge, 
TOGCO,  Triton,  or  LPR  during  the 
relevant  time  periods.  The  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order  states  that  in  order 
to  be  entitled  to  receive  any  portion  of 
the  settlement  funds,  a  purchaser  must 
furnish  the  DOE  with  evidence  that  the 
claimant  was  injured  by  the  alleged 
unlawful  prices  for  NGLs  charged  by  the 
natural  gas  processors,  including 
specific  documentation  concerning  the 
date,  place,  price,  and  volume  of  product 
purchased,  whether  the  increased  costs 
were  absorbed  by  the  claimant  or 
passed  through  to  other  purchasers,  and 
the  extent  of  any  injury  alleged  to  have 
been  suffered. 

The  Proposed  Decision  and  Order  also 
provides  for  the  distrubution  of  any 
funds  remaining  after  all  valid  claims 
are  paid.  The  Proposed  Decision  and 
Order  states  DOE’s  view  that  the 
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remainder  of  the  consent  order  funds 
should  be  distributed  through  the 
seventeen  initial  purchasers  to  persons 
or  groups  of  persons  who  are  likely  to 
have  been  injured  by  the  alleged 
unlawful  sales  price  for  NGLs  charged 
by  Belridge,  TOGCO,  Triton,  or  LPR. 

The  DOE  therefore  invites  those 
seventeen  firms  to  develop  and  submit 
plans  for  distributing  the  funds  to  the 
parties  who  likely  paid  increased  prices 
as  a  result  of  the  alleged  overcharges. 
The  DOE  also  solicits  proposals  from 
other  interested  parties  as  well. 

In  the  Proposed  Decision  and  Order 
the  DOE  recognizes  that  in  some  cases  a 
firm  may  not  be  inclined  to  spend  the 
time  and  resources  necessary  to  develop 
and  implement  an  effective  restitution 
plan.  This  is  particularly  the  case  where 
the  costs  associated  with  developing 
and  administering  a  restitution  plan 
exceed  the  fund  available  for 
distribution.  Therefore,  the  DOE  is 
proposing  that  any  remaining  funds 
which  would  otherwise  go  undistributed 
be  deposited  in  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States.  It  should  be  pointed  out 
that  until  final  procedures  are  adopted, 
no  claims  for  refunds  will  be  accepted. 
Applications  for  Refund  therefore 
should  not  be  filed  at  this  time. 
Appropriate  public  notice,  including 
notice  published  in  the  Federal  Register, 
will  be  provided  prior  to  the  acceptance 
of  claims. 

Any  member  of  the  public  may  submit 
written  comments  regarding  the 
proposed  refund  procedures. 
Commenting  parties  are  requested  to 
submit  two  copies  of  their  comments. 
Comments  should  be  submitted  on  or 
before  June  29, 1981  and  should  be  sent 
to  the  address  set  forth  at  the  beginning 
of  this  notice.  All  comments  received  in 
this  proceeding  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  in  the  Public  Docket 
Room  of  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Room  B-120,  2000  M  Street. 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  between  the 
hours  of  1:00  to  5:00  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday,  except  Federal  holidays. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  22, 
1981. 

George  B.  Breznay, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearing  and  Appeals. 
Department  of  Energy, 

Washington,  D.C. 

May  22, 1981. 

Proposed  Decision  and  Order  of  the 
Department  of  Energy 

Special  Refund  Procedures 

Name  of  Petitioner.  Office  of  Enforcement, 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration:  In  the 
Matters  of  Belridge  Oil  Company,  Texas  Oil 
and  Gas  Corporation,  Triton  Oil  and  Gas 
Corporation,  and  Liquid  Products  Recovery, 
Inc. 


Dates  of  Filing:  December  5, 1980,  January 
7, 1981,  March  16, 1981,  January  29, 1981. 

Case  Numbers:  BEF-0014,  BEF-0027,  BEF- 
0038,  BEF-0029. 

Under  the  procedural  regulations  of  the 
Department  of  Energy,  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration's  Office  of 
Enforcement  (OE)  may  request  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals  (OHA)  to  formulate 
and  implement  special  procedures  to  make 
refunds  to  injured  persons  in  order  to  remedy 
the  effects  of  alleged  violations  of  the  DOE 
regulations.  See  10  CFR,  Part  205,  Subpart  V. 

In  accordance  with  these  regulatory 
provisions,  the  OE  recently  filed  Petitions  for 
the  Implementation  of  Special  Refund 
Procedures  in  connection  with  Consent 
Orders  entered  into  with  Belridge  Oil 
Company  (Belridge),  Texas  Oil  and  Gas 
Corporation  (TOGCO),  Triton  Oil  and  Gas 
Corporation  (Triton),  and  Liquid  Products 
Recovery,  Inc.  (LPR).  Under  the  terms  of 
these  Consent  Orders,  the  four  firms  agreed 
to  make  refunds  for  their  alleged  violations  of 
the  DOE  price  regulations  in  the  following 
amounts:  $95,821.49  (Belridge),  $4,200,000 
(TOGCO),  $78,358.48  (Triton),  and  $62,500 
(LPR).  The  funds  have  been  paid  to  the  DOE 
and  are  now  being  held  in  an  escrow  account 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  DOE  pending 
receipt  of  instructions  from  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals  regarding  their  final 
distribution. 

/.  Background 

Belridge,  TOGCO,  Triton,  and  LPR  are  all 
“gas  plant  operators”  as  that  term  is  defined 
in  10  CFR  §  212.162.  During  the  relevant  time 
periods,  they  were  therefore  subject  to  the 
Mandatory  Petroleum  Price  Regulations  set 
forth  in  6  CFR,  Part  150,  Subpart  L  and  10 
CFR,  Part  212,  Subparts  E  and  K.  Those 
regulations  governed  the  maximum  prices 
that  could  lawfully  be  charged  in  the  first 
sales  of  natural  gas  liquids  and  products 
(NGLs).  As  a  part  of  its  enforcement 
activities,  the  OE  conducted  audits  of  a 
number  of  these  firms'  natural  gas  processing 
plants.  The  funds  involved  in  these 
proceedings  were  obtained  as  a  result  of 
consent  orders  agreed  to  in  settlement  of 
alleged  overcharges  in  the  sales  of  NGLs  by 
the  four  firms. 

An  audit  of  Belridge’s  natural  gas 
processing  plants  revealed  possible  pricing 
violations  with  respect  to  the  firm’s  first  sales 
of  NGLs  during  the  period  August  1, 1975 
through  July  31, 1979.  Included  among 
Belridge’s  first  purchasers  at  that  time  were 
the  Standard  Oil  Company  of  California 
(Chevron)  and  Coast  Gas,  Inc.  (Coast).  In 
order  to  settle  all  claims  and  disputes 
between  Belridge  and  the  DOE  regarding 
Beiri dge'8  first  sale  prices  of  NGLs,  Belridge 
and  the  DOE  entered  into  a  Consent  Order  on 
July  10, 1980,  in  which  Belridge  agreed  to 
refund  $85,821.49  to  the  DOE.  The  parties 
further  agreed  that  the  funds  remitted  by 
Belridge  would  be  distributed  by  the  DOE 
pursuant  to  10  CFR,  Part  205,  Subpart  V. 
Notice  of  the  Consent  Order  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  August  28, 1980.  See 
45  FR  57520  (1980).  Interested  parties  were 
invited  to  submit  written  notice  to  the  DOE  of 
potential  claims  against  the  settlement  fund. 
On  September  24, 1980,  Chevron  notified  the 


DOE  that  it  intended  to  file  a  claim  against 
the  settlement  fund. 

The  OE  audit  of  TOGCO’s  natural  gas 
processing  plants  also  revealed  possible 
pricing  violations  with  respect  to  TOGCO’s 
first  sales  of  NGLs  during  the  period 
September  1973  to  March  1976.  TOGCO’s  first 
purchasers  during  this  period  included 
Conoco,  Inc.,  Mobil  Oil  Corporation  (Mobil), 
the  Coastal  Corporation  (Coastal),  Koch  Oil 
Company  (Koch),  Warren  Petroleum 
Corporation  (Warren),  Wanda  Petroleum 
Company  (Wanda),  and  UPG,  Inc.  (UPG).  On 
March  12, 1980,  TOGCO  and  the  DOE  entered 
into  a  Consent  Order  in  order  to  settle  all 
claims  and  disputes  between  the  parties 
arising  from  TOGCO’s  first  sales  of  NGLs 
during  the  audit  period.  Under  the  terms  of 
the  Consent  Order,  TOGCO  agreed  to  remit 
$4,200,000  to  the  DOE.  The  parties  further 
stipulated  that  these  funds  would  be 
distributed  by  the  DOE  in  accordance  with  10 
CFR  Part  205,  Subpart  V.  The  terms  of  the 
Consent  Order  were  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  April  8, 1980,  see  45  FR  23720 
(1980),  and  interested  parties  were  invited  to 
comment  on  the  terms  of  the  Consent  Order 
and  to  submit  written  notice  of  claims  against 
the  settlement  fund.  Mobil,  Koch,  Coastal, 
and  Conoco  responded  and  identified 
themselves  as  potential  claimants. 

In  its  audits  of  Triton's  gas  plants,  the  OE 
found  possible  violations  with  respect  to 
Triton’s  first  sales  of  NGLs  during  the  period 
September  1, 1973  to  July  31, 1976.  Triton  sold 
the  NGLs  to  four  companies:  Tenneco  Oil 
Company  (Tenneco),  American  Oil  Company, 
Cities  Service  Oil  Company  (CITGO),  and 
Dorchester  Gas  Processing  Company 
(Dorchester).  On  June  27, 1979,  the  DOE  and 
Triton  entered  into  a  Consent  Order  under 
which  Triton  agreed  to  refund  $78,358.48  to 
the  DOE  in  settlement  of  all  claims  and 
disputes  between  the  parties  arising  from  the 
audits  of  Triton's  gas  plants.  The  parties  also 
stipulated  that  the  funds  were  to  be 
distributed  by  the  DOE  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
Part  205,  Subpart  V.  The  terms  of  the  final 
consent  order  were  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  July  11, 1979.  See  44  FR  40548 
(1979).  Interested  parties  were  given  an 
opportunity  to  comment  on  the  terms  of  the 
Consent  Order  and  to  submit  written  notice 
of  potential  claims  against  the  refund 
account.  The  DOE  received  no  claims  in 
response  to  that  notice. 

The  DOE'S  audit  of  LPR  revealed  possible 
overcharges  with  respect  to  first  sales  of 
NGLs  during  the  period  September  1, 1973 
through  June  30, 1978.  In  order  to  settle  all 
claims  and  disputes  between  the  parties 
regarding  the  firm's  first  sales  of  NGLs,  LPR 
and  the  OE  entered  into  a  Consent  Order  in 
which  LPR  agreed  to  pay  $82,500  to  the  DOE. 
The  parties  further  agreed  that  this  sum 
would  be  distributed  by  the  DOE  pursuant  to 
10  CFR  Part  205,  Subpart  V.  Notice  of  the 
Consent  Order  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  September  11, 1979.  Sea  44  FR 
52862  (1979).  Interested  persons  were 
provided  an  opportunity  to  comment  on  the 
terms  of  the  Consent  Order  and  to  submit 
notice  of  potential  claims  against  the 
settlement  funds.  No  claims  or  comments 
were  received  by  the  DOE. 
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Tables  listing  the  firms  which  were  the  first 
purchasers  of  NGLs  from  Belridge,  TOGCO, 
Triton,  and  LPR  and  the  amounts  of  their 
respective  purchases  expressed  as  a 
percentage  of  the  total  sales  from  the  plants 
during  the  periods  covered  by  the  Consent 
Orders,  appear  in  the  Appendix  to  this 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order. 

II.  Subpart  V  Jurisdiction  and  Authority  to 
Fashion  Refund  Procedures 

In  an  Interlocutory  Order  issued  on  April  6, 
1981,  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 
determined  that  the  jurisdictional 
prerequisites  had  been  satisfied  in  each  of 
the  cases  presently  before  us.  Office  of 
Enforcement,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration:  In  The  Matters  of  National 

Helium,  8  DOE  1 - ,  No.  BRZ-0091  (April  6, 

1981). 

In  several  recent  decisions  we  have 
considered  Petitions  for  the  Implementation 
of  Special  Refund  Procedures  under  10  CFR 
Part  205,  Subpart  V.  See,  e.g.,  Office  of 
Enforcement,  No.  DFF-0006  (February  27, 

1981)  (proposed  decision),  46  FR 15320  (1981) 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  Vickers)',  Office  of 
Enforcement,  No.  BEF-0021  (March  13, 1981) 
(proposed  decision),  46  FR  17639  (1981) 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  Alcoa)1,  Office  of 
Enforcement,  No.  BEF-0030  (May  1, 1981),  46 
FR  25535  (1981)  (hereinafter  referred  to  as 
Fagadau ).  Subpart  V  authorizes  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals,  upon  request  by  the 
appropriate  enforcement  official,  to  fashion 
special  procedures  to  distribute  refunds 
obtained  as  part  of  settlement  agreements.  10 
CFR  205.281,  205.282.  The  special  refund 
procedures  are  part  of  an  overall  regulatory 
program  which  is  intended  to  implement 
several  different  statutes.  Congress  provided 
for  the  mandatory  allocation  and  pricing  of 
crude  oil,  residual  fuel  oil,  and  refined 
petroleum  products  in  the  Emergency 
Petroleum  Allocation  Act  of  1973  (EPAA),  15 
U.S.C.  §  751  et  seq.  (1976).  Natural  gas  liquids 
are  included  within  the  definition  of 
petroleum  products  and  were  therefore 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  DOE  price 
regulations  during  the  periods  covered  by  the 
consent  orders.  Mobil  Oil  Corp.  v.  FEA,  566 
F.2d  87  (Temp.  Emer.  Ct.  App.  1977). 

The  authority  to  enforce  regulations  issued 
under  the  EPAA  was  granted  by  the 
Economic  Stabilization  Act  (ESA),  12  U.S.C. 
1904  note  (1970).  EPAA,  §  5(a),  15  U.S.C. 
754(a).  The  statutory  authority  to  enforce  the 
regulations  governing  the  allocation  and 
pricing  of  petroleum  products  was  delegated 
to  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Energy 
Administration  and  subsequently  to  the 
Secretary  of  Energy.  Federal  Energy 
Administration  Act  (FEAA),  §  5, 15  U.S.C.  765 
(1974);  Department  of  Energy  Organization 
Act  (DOE  Act),  $  201(a),  42  U.S.C.  7151(a) 
(1979).  To  carry  out  these  statutory  mandates, 
the  regulations  of  the  Cost  of  Living  Council, 
the  Federal  Energy  Office,  the  Federal  Energy 
Administration,  and  the  Department  of 
Energy  have  provided  throughout  the 
existence  of  die  price  control  program  for  the 
issuance  of  remedial  orders  "requiring  a 
person  to  cease  a  violation  or  to  eliminate  or 
compensate  for  the  effects  of  a  violation,  or 
both."  6  CFR  155.81(b)  (1973);  10  CFR  205.2 
(1974)  (defining  "remedial  order"). 


In  order  to.  implement  these  statutory  and 
regulatory  goals,  the  DOE’s  enforcement 
process  is  designed  to  accomplish  two 
independent  purposes:  disgorgement  of  the 
fruits  of  a  regulatory  violation  from  the 
wrongdoers,  and  restitution  to  persons 
injured  by  the  regulatory  violation.  See 
generally  Vickers,  slip  op.  at  4;  Sauder  v. 

DOE, - F.2d - ,  No.  10-25  (Temp.  Emer. 

Ct.  App.  April  24, 1981).  The  latter 
objective — restitution  to  overcharged 
persons — furthers  the  specific  EPAA  goal  of 
providing  for  the  “equitable  distribution  of 
.  .  .  refined  petroleum  products  at  equitable 
prices .  .  .  among  all  users.”  15  U.S.C. 
753(b)(1)(F). 

III.  Proposed  Refund  Procedures 

In  view  of  the  objectives  expressed  in  the 
statutes  and  regulations  discussed  above, 
and  the  Consent  Orders  themselves,  the 
procedures  to  be  implemented  in  these  four 
cases  should,  to  the  maximum  extent 
practicable,  provide  for  the  distribution  of  the 
refund  amounts  to  parties  on  whose  behalf 
the  settlements  were  negotiated. 

As  we  have  stated  before,  restitution  is  the 
primary  focus  of  Subpart  V,  which  authorizes 
the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  to 
formulate  and  implement  a  process  “pursuant 
to  which  refunds  may  be  made  to  injured 
persons  in  order  to  remedy  the  effects  of  a 
violation”  of  DOE  regulations.  10  CFR 
205.280;  see  Alcoa,  Vickers.  It  offers  a  means 
of  compensating  many  individuals  who, 
because  they  either  lack  the  resources  or  do 
not  have  a  substantial  financial  stake  in  the 
outcome  to  institute  their  own  private 
lawsuits  under  Section  210  of  the  ESA,  have 
suffered  injuries  which  would  otherwise  go 
unredressed.  The  Subpart  V  process  is  also 
an  efficient  administrative  mechanism  for 
returning  overcharges  to  injured  parties 
because  it  eliminates  the  need  for  long  and 
costly  court  actions. 

The  distribution  of  funds  to  overcharged 
persons  should  generally  take  place  in  two 
primary  ways:  (i)  payment  to  persons  and 
firms  who  file  applications  for  refunds  and 
prove  they  are  entitled  to  a  portion  of  the 
funds  held  in  trust,  and  (ii)  payment  on  behalf 
of  injured  persons  to  entities  which  are  in  a 
position  to  devise  and  implement 
compensatory  measures  which  effectuate  the 
restitutionary  purposes  discussed  above. 
Fagadau,  slip  op.  at  6;  Alcoa,  slip  op.  at  6; 
Vickers,  slip  op.  at  6.  Finally,  in  the  event 
that  implementation  of  the  methods 
discussed  above  would  not  accomplish  its 
intended  objectives  or  fails  to  exhaust  all  of 
the  settlement  fund,  Section  205.288(c) 
provides  that  "any  remaining  funds .  .  .  shall 
bne  deposited  in  the  United  States  Treasury 
or  distributed  in  any  other  manner  specified 
in  the  Decision  and  Order  referred  to  in 
Section  205.282(c)."  10  CFR  205.288(c). 

A.  Refunds  to  Identifiable  Purchasers 

As  a  first  step,  the  consent  order  funds 
should  be  distributed  to  claimants  who 
satisfactorily  demonstrate  that  they  have 
been  adversely  affected  by  the  alleged 
overcharges  in  sales  of  NGLs  by  Belridge, 
TOGCO,  Triton,  or  LPR.  While  we  recognize 
that  it  is  likely  that  the  first  purchasers  listed 
in  the  Appendix  to  this  Decision  and  Order 
passed  on  some  portions  of  the  alleged 


overcharges  to  their  own  customers,  they  will 
of  course  be  given  an  opportunity  to 
demonstrate  that  they  were  in  fact  injured 
and  the  extent  of  that  injury.  To  the  extent 
that  any  of  these  firms  can  establish  that  it 
absorbed  the  overcharges  rather  than  passed 
them  on  to  its  customers,  it  will  be  entitled  to 
a  pro  rata  share  of  the  consent  order  funds.  In 
order  to  qualify  for  a  refund,  however,  a  first 
purchaser  will  be  required  to  demonstrate 
that  during  the  period  covered  by  the 
relevant  Consent  Order  it  could  have  kept  its 
prices  at  the  same  level  had  it  experienced  a 
cost  reduction  equal  to  the  amount  of  the 
refund  claimed.  In  other  words,  a  firm  must 
demonstrate  that  at  the  time  it  purchased 
covered  products  from  its  supplier  it  had 
unrecovered  product  costs  which  were  at 
least  equal  to  the  amount  of  the  refund 
claimed,  and  that  market  conditions  would 
not  permit  it  to  increase  its  prices  to  pass 
through  the  higher  costs.  In  addition,  the  firm 
must  have  maintained  a  “bank”  of 
unrecovered  costs  during  each  month 
thereafter  in  order  to  demonstrate  that  it  did 
not  subsequently  recover  these  costs  by 
increasing  its  prices.  The  amount  of  the 
refund  will  be  limited  to  the  amount  of 
unrecovered  costs  available  to  the  claimant 
for  recovery  through  price  increases.  See 
Office  of  Special  Counsel  for  Compliance,  4 
DOE  182,511  (1979).  If  the  initial  purchasers 
are  able  to  make  these  showings,  the  entire 
amount  of  the  funds  at  issue  in  this 
proceeding  will  be  disbursed  to  them.  In  the 
event  they  are  unable  to  make  a  satisfactory 
showing,  the  next  group  of  persons  who  will 
be  entitled  to  receive  a  portion  of  these  funds 
are  those  firms  and  individuals  who 
purchased  NGLs  from  the  first  purchasers. 

In  order  to  establish  entitlement  to  a 
refund,  any  person  claiming  to  be  an  injured 
party  must  satisfactorily  demonstrate  that  it 
purchased,  during  the  relevant  time  period,  a 
specific  quantity  of  products  which  were 
produced  with  or  from  the  NGLs  sold  by 
Belridge,  TOGCO,  Triton,  or  LPR.  Privity  with 
either  the  firm  or  one  of  its  first  purchasers 
need  not  be  established;  evidence  need  only 
be  presented  that  the  products  purchased  by 
the  claimants  flowed  through  a  chain  of 
distribution  leading  back  to  one  of  the  natural 
gas  processors.  In  addition,  unless  the 
purchaser  is  an  ultimate  consumer,  it  must 
demonstrate  that  it  did  not  pass  through  any 
cost  increases  resulting  from  the  alleged 
overcharges  to  its  own  customers.  For 
example,  purchasers  who  resold  the 
identified  product  must  show  that  market 
conditions  did  not  permit  them  to  raise  prices 
charged  to  downstream  customers,  and  that 
consequently  they  were  forced  to  absorb  any 
cost  increase  incurred.  In  the  absence  of  that 
showing,  we  must  conclude  that  the  claimant 
was  not  injured  in  a  monetary  sense  by  the 
alleged  overcharge.  See  Vickers,  slip.  op.  at  6; 
Office  of  Special  Counsel  for  Compliance,  4 
DOE  1 82,511  at  85,043-44.  Refunds  to  first 
purchasers  who  establish  their  entitlement  to 
a  refund  would  be  made  on  a  volumetric 
basis — i.e.,  the  refund  would  be  based  on  the 
proportion  of  NGLs  purchased  by  the 
applicant  to  the  total  amount  of  NGLs  sold  by 
its  supplier  during  the  relevant  period. 
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Any  purchaser  claiming  a  portion  of  the 
refund  amount  will  be  entitled  to  Tile  an 
Application  for  Refund  pursuant  to  10  C.F.R. 

§  205.283.  Applications  should  provide  all 
relevant  information  necessary  to  establish  a 
claim,  including  specific  documentation 
concerning  the  date,  place,  price,  and  volume 
of  product  purchased,  the  retention  of 
increased  costs,  and  the  extent  of  any  injury 
alleged. 

Detailed  procedures  for  filing  applications 
will  be  provided  in  a  final  Decision  and 
Order.  Before  disposing  of  any  of  the  funds 
received  as  a  result  of  the  consent  orders 
involved  in  this  proceeding,  we  intend  to 
widely  publicize  the  distribution  process  and 
to  provide  an  opportunity  for  any  affected 
party  to  file  a  claim.  In  addition  to  publishing 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  notice  will  be 
provided  in  trade  journals  and  in  other 
publications  in  the  areas  in  which  the  First 
purchasers  identified  in  the  Appendix 
marketed  their  respective  products  during  the 
period  covered  by  the  Consent  Orders.  As  a 
final  matter,  we  note  that  refund  applications 
filed  on  behalf  of  groups  of  claimants 
identifying  themselves  as  adversely  affected 
purchasers  also  will  be  considered. 
Applications  that  are  submitted  on  behalf  of 
groups  of  purchasers  will  be  evaluated  on  a 
case-by-case  basis. 

B.  Distribution  of  the  Remainder  of  the 
Refund  Amount 

After  all  of  the  claims  of  parties  identifying 
themselves  as  adversely  affected  purchasers 
of  the  NGLs  sold  by  Belridge,  TOGCO,  Triton 
and  LPR  have  been  filed  and  the  share  of  the 
settlement  fund  to  which  they  are  entitled  has 
been  determined,  the  settlement  fund 
provided  by  each  firm  pursuant  to  its  Consent 
Order,  while  diminished,  is  not  likely  to  be 
exhausted.  In  view  of  the  relatively  small 
sums  of  money  likely  to  be  involved  in  many 
ultimate  consumer  claims,  and  the 
improbability  that  such  consumers  will 
j  possess  the  detailed  records  necessary  to 
I  establish  their  claims,  we  anticipate  that  only 
;  a  limited  number  of  persons  will  be  able  to 
i  prove  that  they  are  entitled  to  receive 
refunds.  See  Vickers,  slip.  op.  at  7.  The  fact 
that  claims  to  specific  refunds  may  not  have 
been  proven,  however,  does  not  mean  that 
injuries  to  ultimate  consumers  have  not 
occurred.  Rather,  the  absence  of  claims  for 
the  full  amount  of  the  settlement  would  tend 
to  reflect  the  difficulty  such  parties  encounter 
in  establishing  a  valid  claim  for  a  portion  of 
the  consent  order  funds. 

As  discussed  above,  the  remainder  of  the 
funds  should  be  distributed  in  accordance 
with  the  goals  set  forth  in  the  DOG's  enabling 
legislation  and  implementing  regulations. 
Consequently,  the  remaining  funds  should,  if 
administratively  and  economically  feasible, 
be  distributed  to  groups  of  ultimate 
consumers  who  were  likely  to  have  borne  a 
portion  of  the  higher  prices  charged  by 
Belridge,  TOGCO,  Triton  and  LPR.  This 
conclusion  was  reached  in  our  recent 
decision  in  Vickers,  in  which  we  proposed  to 
return  unclaimed  portions  of  the  consent 
order  funds  to  ultimate  consumers  through 
public  utilities  which  are  required  by  law  to 
pass  through  to  their  customers  the  benefits 
of  any  cost  reductions.  In  that  proposed 
decision  we  stated  our  belief  that  the  class  of 


customers  of  public  utilities  in  the  affected 
area  was  likely  to  bear  a  close  relationship  to 
the  class  of  customers,  viz.,  persons  who 
purchased  gasoline  through  independent 
retail  outlets,  who  were  adversely  affected  by 
Vickers’  pricing  policies.  See  Vickers,  slip,  op 
at  8-10. 

However,  in  Alcoa  we  recognized  that  the 
marketing  and  distribution  of  NGLs  differs 
significantly  from  the  marketing  of  motor 
gasoline  through  independent  retail  outlets  in 
a  particular  geographic  region.  It  is  very 
possible  that  a  significant  portion  of  the 
NGLs  involved  in  these  cases  were 
purchased  for  processing  into  other  types  of 
products.  Moreover,  nothing  in  the  record 
indicates  that  the  impact  of  any  unlawful 
price  increase  was  confined  to  an  identifiable 
geographic  area,  and  it  is  likely  that  these 
products  were  quite  widely  distributed. 

In  Alcoa  and  Fagadau  we  observed  that  * 
the  first  purchasers  of  NGLS  are  in  the  best 
position  to  assist  the  DOE  in  identifying  and 
distributing  refunds  to  those  persons  who 
were  injured  by  the  alleged  overcharges. 
Alcoa,  slip  op.  at  9;  Fagadau,  slip  op.  at  9.  In 
this  case  as  well,  we  believe  that  the  first 
purchasers  of  NGLs  from  Belridge,  TOGCO, 
Triton,  and  LPR  can  most  effectively  assist 
the  DOE  in  channeling  the  remaining  consent 
order  funds  to  persons  who  are  most  likely  to 
have  been  injured  by  the  overcharges. 
Consequently,  we  propose  that  after 
payments  are  made  to  successful  claimants, 
any  remaining  funds  be  distributed  through 
the  first  purchasers  listed  in  the  Appendix. 

We  invite  those  firms  to  develop  and  submit 
to  this  Office  a  plan  for  returning  these  funds 
to  the  parties  who  likely  paid  increased 
prices  as  a  result  of  the  alleged  overcharges. 
The  plans  should  identify  the  end-users,  or 
groups  of  end-users,  who  were  most  likely  to 
have  been  adversely  affected  by  the  alleged 
unlawful  conduct  of  Belridge,  TOGCO, 

Triton,  and  LPR.  To  this  end,  each  firm  should 
take  into  account  its  distribution  and 
marketing  system  and  its  method  of 
calculating  prices  during  the  relevant  period. 
To  the  extent  that  product  purchases  from 
particular  gas  plants  can  be  isolated  in  the 
appropriate  distribution  system,  the  plans 
should  limit  the  proposed  refunds  to 
customers  who  were  downstream  purchasers 
of  the  NGLs  covered  by  the  Consent  Orders. 
The  plans  should  also  be  designed  to  exclude 
from  participation  in  this  stage  of  the  refund 
proceeding  any  purchasers  who  recovered  a 
portion  of  the  consent  order  funds  during  the 
prior  distribution  to  successful  claimants.  In 
developing  the  plans,  first  purchasers  should 
give  paramount  consideration  to  the  cost 
efficiency  and  administrative  ease  of  any 
proposed  refund  plan.  For  example,  to  the 
extent  that  the  NGLs  were  used  by 
agricultural  producers,  the  plan  may  propose 
to  distribute  funds  through  agricultural 
cooperatives  in  the  affected  areas  rather  than 
to  individuals.  See  Fagadau,  slip  op.  at  10; 
Alcoa,  slip  op.  at  9. 

Although  the  primary  aim  of  the  Subpart  V 
process  is  to  distribute  (he  consent  Order 
funds  to  the  parties  who  were  injured  as  a 
result  of  alleged  unlawful  activity,  we 
recognize  that  in  some  cases  a  firm  would  not 
be  inclined  to  spend  the  time  or  resources 


necessary  to  develop  and  implement  an 
effective  restitutionary  plan  and  thus,  in 
several  instances  injuries  may  go 
unredressed.  For  example,  the  funds  to  be 
distributed  by  a  particular  firm  may  be  so 
small  in  relation  to  the  number  of  parties 
entitled  to  share  in  the  proceeds  that  the 
economic  costs  to  the  firm  would  far 
outweigh  the  intended  benefits  of  the  plan.  In 
this  regard,  we  note  that  preliminary  data 
supplied  by  the  OE  indicates  that  four  of 
LPR’s  first  purchasers,  Forest  Oil  Company, 
Petro  Lewis  Corporation,  Koch  Oil  Company, 
and  Sun  Oil  Company,  would  have  available 
for  distribution  the  following  amounts:  $56.25, 
$43.75,  $518.75,  and  $537.50.  It  may  very  well 
be  the  case  that  the  costs  associated  with 
administering  a  plan  which  any  of  these  firms 
proposed  would  actually  exceed  the  fund 
available  for  distribution.  In  such 
circumstances,  the  firm  would  have  to  absorb 
the  administrative  costs  if  the  intended 
purpose  of  making  whole  the  parties  who 
were  injured  by  the  alleged  overcharge  is  to 
be  accomplished-  The  greater  likelihood, 
however,  is  that  a  firm  would  not  be  inclined 
to  develop  and  implement  a  restitutionary 
plan  unless  it  be  permitted  to  recoup  its 
administrative  costs  from  the  fund,  in  which 
case  the  injured  parties  will  not  receive  the 
full  amount  of  the  refund  to  which  they  are 
entitled. 

In  view  of  these  considerations,  we  are 
proposing  that  the  portion  of  the  settlement 
fund  which,  because  of  prohibitive 
administrative  costs,  would  otherwise  go 
undistributed,  be  deposited  in  the  Treasury  of 
the  United  States.  Subpart  V  regulations 
specifically  sanction  this  course  of  action,  see 
10  C.F.R.  §  205.288(c),  and  direct  payments  to 
the  Treasury  may  well  be  appropriate  in 
those  cases  where  other  remedies  would  be 
ineffectual  or  administratively  burdensome. 
See  Citronelle-Mobile  Gathering,  Inc.  v. 
O’Leary.  499  F.  Supp.  871  (S.  D.  Ala.  1980); 
Golden  Eagle  Oil  Company,  6  DOE  1(83,005  at 
86,065  (1980).  Cf.  Chana's  Auto  Service 

Center,  8  DOE  f - ,  No.  BRO-0458  (April 

20, 1981). 

Although  we  believe  that  the  first 
purchasers  of  Belridge,  TOGCO,  Triton,  and 
LPR  are,  in  the  present  cases,  uniquely 
situated  to  develop  and  implement  an 
effective  plan  for  distributing  the  settlement 
funds  to  the  parties  who  absorbed  the 
overcharges,  nothing  contained  herein  should 
be  interpreted  to  suggest  that  we  are 
discouraging  the  submission  by  other  parties 
of  proposals  containing  alternative 
distribution  schemes.  We  will  fully  consider 
any  plan  submitted  and  we  encourage  any 
party  interested  in  submitting  such  a  plan  to 
do  so. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  that: 

The  settlement  funds  provided  by  Belridge, 
TOGCO,  Triton,  and  LPR  in  the  amounts  of 
$95,821.49,  $4,200,000,  $78,358.48,  and  $62,500, 
respectively,  will  be  distributed  in 
accordance  with  this  Decision. 
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Appendix 


Table  I. — Belridge  OH  Company,  Settlement 
Fund  $95,821.49 


Name  of  first  purchaser 

Percent¬ 
age  of 
NGLs1 

18.7664 

Standard  Oil  Company  of  California  (Chevron) . 

81.2336 

'  Bought  by  first  purchaser. 

Table  II. — Texas  Oil  and  Gas  Corporation, 
Settlement  Fund:  $4,200,000 

Name  of  first  purchaser 

Per¬ 

centage 

of 

NGLS1 

Continental  Oil  Company _ „ _ _ _  .06 

The  Coastal  Corporation. .  1.44 

Koch  Oil  Company _  38  06 

Mobil  Oil  Corporation _ 41.21 

UPG _  2.59 

Wanda  Petroleum  Company _  12.79 

Warren  Petroleum  Company _  3.32 


'  Bought  by  first  purchaser. 

Table  III. — Triton  Oil  and  Gas  Corporation, 
Settlement  Fund:  $78,358.48 


Percent- 


Name  of  first  purchaser  age  of 

NGLs1 


American  Oil  Company _  36.0436 

Cities  Service  Oil  Company _  10.1640 

Dorchester  Gas  Processing  Company _ _  42.6789 

Tenneco  Oil  Company _  10.5845 


1  Bought  by  first  purchaser. 


Table  IV. — Liquid  Products  Recovery,  Inc., 
Settlement  Fund:  $62,500 


Per¬ 

Name  of  first  purchaser 

centage 

of 

NGLs' 

Forest  Oil  Company .... _  .09 

Koch  Oil  Company _  .83 

Petro  Lewis  Corporation _ _ _ . _  .07 

Sun  Oil  Company . .86 

Texas  Petro  Gas _  18.20 

Wanda  Petroleum  Company _ 80.13 


'  Bought  by  first  purchaser. 

(FR  Doc.  81-16088  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  amj 
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Issuance  of  Decisions  and  Orders; 
Week  of  April  20  Through  April  24, 
1981 

During  the  week  of  April  20  through 
April  24, 1981,  the  decisions  and  orders 
summarized  below  were  issued  with 
respect  to  appeals  and  applications  for 
exception  or  other  relief  filed  with  the 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  of  the 
Department  of  Energy.  The  following 
summary  also  contains  a  list  of 
submissions  that  were  dismissed  by  the 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

Appeals 

Ephraim  and  Flint,  4/20/81,  BFA-0623 


The  law  firm  of  Ephraim  and  Flint  filed  an 
Appeal  from  a  partial  denial  by  the  Director 
of  Contract  Execution  Division  “A”  of  the 
Office  of  Procurement  Operations  of  the  DOE 
of  a  Request  for  Information  which  the  firm 
had  submitted  under  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act  (the  FOIA).  In  considering 
the  Appeal,  the  DOE  found  that  certain  of  the 
documents  which  were  initially  withheld 
under  exemptions  4  and  6  should  be  released 
to  the  public.  Important  issues  that  were 
considered  in  the  Decision  and  Order  were 
whether  exemption  4  protects  from 
mandatory  disclosure  the  names  of 
employees  designated  as  key  employees  on 
DOE  contracts  and  whether  release  of  the 
names  of  such  persons  would  constitute  a 
clearly  unwarranted  invasion  of  privacy. 
Larkin,  Hoffman,  Daly  &  Lindgren,  4/22/81, 
BFA-0634 

Larkin,  Hoffman,  Daly  &  Lindgren  filed  an 
Appeal  from  a  denial  by  the  Disclosure 
Officer,  Office  of  Special  Counsel  for 
Compliance,  of  a  request  for  information 
submitted  by  the  firm  under  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act.  The  DOE  found  that 
although  the  documents  contained  material 
exempt  from  public  disclosure  pursuant  to  10 
CFR  1004.10(b)  (4)  and  (5),  certain  portions  of 
the  documents  relating  to  the  history  of  the 
audited  firm  and  to  the  fact  that  an  audit  had 
been  conducted  contained  reasonably 
segregable  factual  information  which  should 
be  released  to  the  public.  The  DOE  ordered 
these  portions  of  the  documents  released.  In 
addition,  the  DOE  found  that  the  request 
required  further  identification  of  the  records 
being  sought.  Accordingly,  the  DOE 
remanded  this  matter  to  the  Disclosure 
Officer  to  clarify  the  scope  of  the  request 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  1004.4(c)(2)  and  to 
determine  the  releasability  of  any  documents 
found  responsive  to  the  clarified  request. 
Pester  Refining  Company,  4/21/81.  BEA-0370 

Pester  Refining  Company  filed  an  Appeal 
from  a  denial  by  the  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  of  an  application  the  firm  had 
Hied  under  §  211.65(c)(2)  of  the  DOE  Crude 
Oil  Buy/Sell  Program.  In  considering  the 
Appeal,  the  DOE  found  that  the  ERA  Order 
denying  the  application  did  not  contain 
sufficient  findings  to  support  its 
determinations  with  respect  to  whether 
Pester’s  application  contained  statements 
explaining  why  the  firm  believed  it  had 
exhausted  all  supply  possibilities,  whether 
the  firm’s  effort  to  secure  crude  oil  supplies 
was  sufficient,  and  whether  the  prices  offered 
Pester  were  significantly  in  excess  of  the 
range  of  prices  being  paid  for  most  crude  oil 
purchased  on  the  world  market.  The  DOE 
therefore  rescinded  the  ERA  Order  and 
remanded  the  matter  to  the  ERA  for 
appropriate  Action. 

Rock  Island  Refining  Corporation,  4/20/81, 
BEA-0383 

Rock  Island  Refining  Corporation  filed  an 
Appeal  from  a  denial  by  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration  of  an  application 
the  firm  had  filed  under  §  211.65(c)(2)  of  the 
DOE  Crude  Oil  Buy/Sell  Program.  In 
considering  the  Appeal,  the  DOE  found  that 
the  ERA  Order  denying  the  application  did 
not  contain  sufficient  findings  to  support  its 
determination  with  respect  to  whether  the 


prices  for  crude  oil  offered  to  Rock  Island 
were  significantly  in  excess  of  the  range  of 
prices  being  paid  for  most  crude  oil 
purchased  on  the  world  market.  The  DOE 
therefore  rescinded  the  ERA  Order  and 
remanded  the  matter  to  the  ERA  for 
appropriate  action. 

Thriftway  Company,  4/22/81.  BEA-0585 

Thriftway  Company  filed  an  Appeal  from  a 
Decision  and  Order  issued  to  the  firm  on 
December  10,  I960,  by  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration.  That  Order 
denied  an  application  for  a  buy/sell 
allocation  of  crude  oil  that  Thriftway  had 
sought  for  its  Bloomfield,  New  Mexico, 
refinery.  On  April  22, 1981,  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals  issued  a  Decision  and 
Order  which  upheld  the  ERA’s  denial  of 
Thriftway’s  buy/sell  application  and  denied 
the  firm's  Appeal. 

Remedial  Orders 

Chana’s  Auto  Service  Center.  4/20/81,  BRO- 
0458 

Chana’s  Auto  Service  Center  objected  to  a 
Proposed  Remedial  Order  which  the  Western 
District  Office  of  Enforcement  of  the  ERA 
issued  to  the  firm  on  October  12, 1979.  In  the 
Proposed  Remedial  Order,  the  ERA  found 
that  Chana  had  violated  the  provisions  of  10 
CFR  212.93  by  selling  motor  gasoline  to  its 
retail  customers  at  prices  which  exceeded  the 
firm's  maximum  lawful  selling  price.  After 
considering  the  firm’s  objections,  the  DOE 
concluded  that  the  Proposed  Remedial  Order 
should  be  issued  as  a  final  O  rder  of  the 
Department  of  Energy.  The  important  issues 
resolved  in  the  Decision  and  Order  include  (i) 
whether  Section  324  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
Amendments,  42  U.S.C.  7624,  supercedes  the 
DOE  s  fixed  cents  per  gallon  markup  rule 
embodied  in  10  CFR  212.93  and  (ii)  whether 
the  provisions  in  the  PRO  requiring  Chana  to 
implement  a  price  roll-back  in  order  to  refund 
to  its  retail  customers  the  amounts  by  which 
they  had  been  overcharged  by  Chana  should 
be  modified,  in  light  of  Executive  Order 
12287.  to  require  Chana  to  make  restitution 
directly  to  the  United  States  Treasury. 

Remedial  Order 

In  the  following  case  involving  a  Proposed 
Remedial  Order  and/or  Interim  Remedial 
Order  for  Immediate  Compliance,  no 
Statement  of  Objections  was  filed.  The  DOE 
therefore  issued  the  order  in  final  form. 

Company  Name  and  Case  No. 

West  Ashley  Exxon  (Montgomery),  BRW- 

0094 

Requests  for  Exception 

American  Agri-Fuels  Corporation,  4/20/81, 
BXE-1255 

American  Agri-Fuels  Corporation  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  in  which  it  sought 
an  extension  of  exception  relief  previously 
granted  in  American  Agri-Fuels  Corp.,  4  DOE 
181,139  (1979).  In  the  prior  proceeding  the  firm 
had  been  granted  an  allocation  of  unleaded 
motor  gasoline  for  the  purpose  of  blending 
and  marketing  gasohol.  The  DOE  tentatively 
granted  the  firm's  request  on  September  3, 
1980  and  issued  an  Interim  Order 
immediately  implementing  the  exception 
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relief.  Three  of  the  assigned  suppliers  filed 
Statements  of  Objections  to  the  grant  of 
exception  relief.  In  considering  the  matter, 
the  DOE  noted  that  because  of  the  Executive 
Order  decontrolling  petroleum  products,  the 
Interim  Order  no  longer  had  any  current 
effect.  The  DOE  found  that  only  one  of  the 
objecting  parties,  Getty  Refining  and 
Marketing  Company,  had  supplied  ACF  with 
any  unleaded  motor  gasoline  prior  to  the 
Executive  Order  and  was  therefore  the  only 
party  with  a  material  interest  in  the 
proceeding.  Since  Getty  raised  no  new  issues 
in  its  Statement  of  Objections  that  had  not 
been  considered  in  the  Proposed  Decision, 
the  DOE  concluded  that  the  Proposed 
Decision  should  be  issued  as  a  final  Order. 

Dunigan  Operating  Company,  Inc.,  4/24/81, 
BEE-1233 

Dunigan  Operating  Company,  Inc.  filed  an 
application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR  Part  212  in  which  the  firm  sought  to 
classify  the  M.  B.  Davis  Lease  as  a  stripper 
well  property.  In  considering  the  request,  the 
DOE  found  that  the  firm  was  not 
experiencing  a  financial  hardship  or  gross 
inequity  as  a  result  of  the  lease’s 
classification.  Accordingly,  exception  relief 
was  denied. 

National  Pest  Control  Association,  4/22/81, 
BEE-1522 

The  National  Pest  Control  Association  filed 
an  Application  for  Exception  from  the 
provisions  of  10  CFR  Part  211  in  which  the 
firm  sought  first  priority  status  for  structural 
pest  control  operators  in  the  allocation  of 
motor  gasoline.  In  considering  the  request, 
the  DOE  found  that  the  applicant’s  concern 
was  purely  speculative  and  that  it  related  not 
to  any  adverse  affect  of  DOE  regulations  on 
the  current  operations  of  its  members  but  to 
the  potential  effect  that  future  restrictions 
might  have  on  its  members  in  the  event  of  a 
future  motor  gasoline  shortage.  Accordingly, 
the  exception  relief  was  dismissed. 

Northern  Arizona  Gas  Service,  Inc.,  4/21/81, 
BEE-0438 

Northern  Arizona  Gas  Service,  Inc.,  filed 
an  application  for  Exception  from  the 
provisions  of  10  CFR  Part  211  in  which  the 
firm  requested  that  it  be  assigned  a  new  base 
period  supplier  of  propane.  Northern 
requested  that  the  DOE  proceed  with  its 
consideration  of  the  application  for  Exception 
notwithstanding  the  january  28, 1981 
executive  order  that  immediately  exempted 
motor  gasoline,  crude  oil  and  propane  from 
the  provisions  of  the  DOE  Mandatory 
Petroleum  Price  and  Allocation  Regulations. 
The  firm  stated  that  it  believes  that  the 
Mandatory  Petroleum  Price  and  Allocation 
Regulations  will  be  revived  by  a  judicial 
ruling  or  an  executive  order.  The  DOE 
concluded  that  the  possibility  that  these 
regulations  will  be  reinstituted  is  extremely 
unlikely  at  this  time,  and  that  any  opinion 
which  might  be  issued  on  the  merits  of  the 
case  would  be  purely  advisory.  The  firm’s 
request  for  further  consideration  of  its 
exception  was  therefore  denied. 

Motion  for  Discovery 

Atlantic  Richfield  Company,  4/23/81,  BRD- 

0193 


Atlantic  Richfield  Company  (ARCO)  filed  a 
Motion  for  Depositions  in  connection  with  its 
objections  to  a  Proposed  Remedial  Order 
which  the  DOE  Office  of  Special  Counsel 
issued  to  the  firm  on  May  1, 1979.  In 
considering  the  motion,  the  DOE  determined 
that  deposition  discovery  could  not  be 
granted  until  ARCO  identified  specific  factual 
disputes  at  issue  in  the  enforcement 
proceeding.  Accordingly,  ARCO’s  Motion  for 
Depositions  was  denied,  but  the  firm  was 
provided  with  an  opportunity  to  file  a  revised 
Motion  for  Depositions  after  it  filed  its 
Statement  of  Factual  Objections. 

Supplemental  Orders 

Beacon  Oil  Company,  4/22/81,  DEX-0153 

On  April  22, 1981,  the  DOE  issued  a 
Decision  and  Order  to  Beacon  Oil  Company 
that  reviewed  the  firm’s  exception  relief  from 
purchasing  entitlements  as  required  by  10 
CFR  211.67  during  its  1978  fiscal  year.  The 
Decision  and  Order  determined  that  Beacon 
received  excessive  relief  during  its  1978  fiscal 
year. 

Beacon  Oil  Company,  4/22/81,  BEX-0051 

On  April  22, 1981,  the  DOE  issued  a 
Decision  and  Order  to  Beacon  Oil  Company 
that  reviewed  the  firm’s  exception  relief  from 
purchasing  entitlements  as  required  by  10 
CFR  211.67  during  its  1979  fiscal  year.  The 
Decision  and  Order  determined  that  Beacon 
received  insufficient  relief  during  its  1979 
fiscal  year. 

Robert  E.  Brain,  Cooper  &  Brain,  Inc.,  4/21/ 
81,  BEX-0188 

On  April  21, 1981  the  DOE  issued  a 
Supplemental  Order  modifying  certain 
provisions  of  a  December  3, 1980  Decision 
and  Order  issued  to  Robert  E.  Brain  and 
Cooper  &  Brain,  Inc.  The  Supplemental  Order 
modified  a  provision  ordering  the  Director  of 
the  DOE  Division  of  FOI  and  Privacy  Acts 
Activities  to  refund  to  petitioners  a  portion  of 
charges  they  had  been  assessed  because  both 
parties  had  subsequently  discovered  that  the 
charges  had  not  been  paid. 

Caribou  Four  Corners,  Inc.,  4/20/81,  BEX- 
0082 

On  April  20, 1981,  the  DOE  issued  a 
Decision  and  Order  to  Caribou  Four  Comers, 
Inc.  that  reviewed  the  firm’s  exception  relief 
from  purchasing  entitlements  as  required  by 
10  C.F.R.  §  211.67  during  its  1980  fiscal  year. 
The  Decision  and  Order  determined  that 
Caribou  received  excessive  relief  during  its 
1980  fiscal  year. 

Champlin  Petroleum  Company,  4/21/81, 
BRX-0147 

Champlin  Petroleum  Company  filed  a 
Motion  to  Clarify  the  terms  of  a  stay  of  the 
requirements  of  a  Modified  Remedial  Order 
granted  the  firm  by  Decisions  and  Orders 
issued  November  21  and  December  22, 1980. 
In  its  motion,  Champlin  sought  to  be  relieved 
of  any  present  obligation  to  file  certain 
calculations  that  the  Modified  Remedial 
Order  directed  the  firm  to  submit.  In 
considering  the  Motion,  the  DOE  determined 
that  the  requirement  that  Champlin  prepare 
such  calculations  was  not  inconsistent  with 
an  earlier  Decision  and  Order  issued  to 
Champlin  in  this  enforcement  proceeding, 
that  Champlin's  disregard  of  prior  directives 


of  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  to 
submit  the  calculations  militated  against  the 
approval  of  its  request  for  equitable  relief, 
and  that  the  public  interest  strongly  favored 
an  expeditious  resolution  of  the  Champlin 
enforcement  proceeding.  Consequently,  the 
Champlin  Motion  to  Clarify  was  denied. 
Charter  Oil  Company,  4/20/81,  DEX-0152 
On  April  20, 1981,  the  DOE  issued  a 
Decision  and  Order  to  Charter  Oil  Company 
that  reviewed  the  firm’s  exception  relief  from 
purchasing  entitlements  as  required  by  10 
CFR  211.67  during  its  1978  fiscal  year.  The 
Decision  and  Order  determined  that  Charter 
received  excessive  relief  during  its  1978  fiscal 
year. 

Edgington  Oil  Company,  4/20/81,  DEX-0160 
On  April  20, 1981,  the  DOE  issued  a 
Decision  and  Order  to  Edgington  Oil 
Company  that  reviewed  the  firm’s  exception 
relief  from  purchasing  entitlements  as 
required  by  10  CFR  211.67  during  its  1978 
fiscal  year.  The  Decision  and  Order 
determined  that  Edgington  received 
insufficient  relief  during  its  1970  fiscal  year. 
Edgington  Oil  Company,  4/20/81,  BEX-0042 
On  April  20, 1981,  the  DOE  issued  a 
Decision  and  Order  to  Edgington  Oil 
Company  that  reviewed  the  firm's  exception 
relief  from  purchasing  entitlements  as 
required  by  10  CFR  211.67  during  its  1979 
fiscal  year.  The  Decision  and  Order 
determined  that  Edgington  received 
excessive  relief  during  its  1979  fiscal  year. 
Edgington  Oil  Company,  4/20/81,  DEX-0060 
On  April  20, 1981,  the  DOE  issued  a 
Decision  and  Order  to  Edgington  Oil 
Company  that  reviewed  the  firm’s  exception 
relief  from  purchasing  entitlements  as 
required  by  10  CFR  211.67  during  its  1977 
fiscal  year.  The  Decision  and  Order 
determined  that  Edgington  received 
excessive  relief  during  its  1977  fiscal  year. 
Kern  County  Refinery,  Inc.,  4/20/81,  BEX- 
0083 

On  April  20, 1981,  the  DOE  issued  a 
Decision  and  Order  to  Kern  County  Refinery, 
Inc.  that  reviewed  the  firm’s  exception  relief 
from  purchasing  entitlements  as  required  by 
10  CFTl  211.67  during  its  1980  fiscal  year.  The 
Decision  and  Order  determined  that  Kem 
received  insufficient  relief  during  its  1980 
fiscal  year. 

Kern  County  Refinery,  Inc.,  4/22/81,  DEX- 
0195 

On  April  22, 1981,  the  DOE  issued  a 
Decision  and  Order  to  Kem  County  Refinery, 
Inc.  that  reviewed  the  firm’s  exception  relief 
from  purchasing  entitlements  as  required  by 
10  Cra  211.67  during  its  1979  fiscal  year.  The 
Decision  and  Order  determined  that  Kem 
received  excessive  relief  during  its  1979  fiscal 
year. 

Laketon  Asphalt  Refining,  Inc.,  4/20/81, 
DEX-0155 

On  April  20, 1981,  the  DOE  issued  a 
Decision  and  Order  to  Laketon  Asphalt 
Refining,  Inc.  that  reviewed  the  firm’s 
exception  relief  from  purchasing  entitlements 
as  required  by  10  CFR  211.67  during  its  1978 
fiscal  year.  The  Decision  and  Order 
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determined  that  Laketon  received  excessive 
relief  during  its  1978  fiscal  year. 

Laketon  Asphalt  Refining ,  Inc.,  4/22/81, 
BEX-0062 

On  April  22, 1981,  the  DOE  issued  a 
Decision  and  Order  to  Laketon  Asphalt 
Refining,  Inc.  that  reviewed  the  firm’s 
exception  relief  from  purchasing  entitlements 
as  required  by  10  CFR  211.67  during  its  1979 
fiscal  year.  The  Decision  and  Order 
determined  that  Laketon  received  insufficient 
relief  during  its  1979  fiscal  year. 

Laketon  Asphalt  Refining,  Inc.,  4/20/81, 
DEX-0053 

On  April  20, 1981,  the  DOE  issued  a 
Decision  and  Order  to  Laketon  Asphalt 
Refining,  Inc.  that  reviewed  the  firm’s 
exception  relief  from  purchasing  entitlements 
as  required  by  10  CFR  211.67  during  its  1977 
fiscal  year.  The  Decision  and  Order 
determined  that  Laketon  received  excessive 
relief  during  its  1977  fiscal  year. 
Lunday-Thagard  Oil  Company,  4/20/81, 
BEX-0002 

On  April  20, 1981,  the  DOE  issued  a 
Decision  and  Order  to  Lunday-Thagard  Oil 
Company  that  reviewed  the  firm's  exception 
relief  from  purchasing  entitlements  as 
required  by  10  CFR  211.67  during  its  1979 
fiscal  year.  The  Decision  and  Order 
determined  that  Lunday-Thagard  received 
insufficient  relief  during  its  1979  fiscal  year. 
Newhall  Refining  Company,  Inc.,  4/20/81, 

D EX-01 3 3 

On  April  20, 1981,  the  DOE  issued  a 
Decision  and  Order  to  Newhall  Refining 
Company,  Inc.  that  reviewed  the  firm’s 
exception  relief  from  purchasing  entitlements 
as  required  by  10  CFR  211.67  during  its  1978 
fiscal  year.  The  Decision  and  Order 
determined  that  Newhall  received  excessive 
relief  during  its  1978  fiscal  year. 

Sage  Creek  Refining  Company,  Inc.,  4/20/81, 
BEX-0144 

On  April  20, 1981,  the  DOE  issued  a 
Decision  and  Order  to  Sage  Creek  Refining 
Company,  Inc.  that  reviewed  the  firm’s 
exception  relief  from  purchasing  entitlements 
as  required  by  10  CFR  211.67  during  its  1980 
fiscal  year.  The  Decision  and  Order 
determined  that  Sage  Creek  received 
excessive  relief  during  its  1980  fiscal  year. 
San  Joaquin  Refining  Company,  4/20/81, 
DEX-0201 

On  April  20, 1981,  the  DOE  issued  a 
Decision  and  Order  to  San  Joaquin  Refining 
Company  that  reviewed  the  firm’s  exception 
relief  from  purchasing  entitlements  as 
required  by  10  CFR  211.67  during  its  1979 
fiscal  year.  The  Decision  and  Order 
determined  that  San  Joaquin  received 
excessive  relief  during  its  1979  fiscal  year. 
Southwestern  Refining  Company,  Inc.,  4/22/ 
81.  BEX-6091 

On  April  22, 1981,  the  DOE  issued  a 
Decision  and  Order  to  Southwestern  Refining 
Company,  Inc.  that  reviewed  the  firm's 
exception  relief  from  purchasing  entitlements 
as  required  by  10  CFR  211.67  during  its  1980 
fiscal  year.  The  Decision  and  Order 
determined  that  Southwestern  received 
excessive  relief  during  its  1980  fiscal  year. 
Warrior  Asphalt  Company  of  Alabama,  Inc., 
4/20/81,  DEX-0211 


On  April  20, 1981,  the  DOE  issued  a 
Decision  and  Order  to  Warrior  Asphalt 
Company  that  reviewed  the  firm’s  exception 
relief  from  purchasing  entitlements  as 
required  by  10  CFR  211.67  during  its  1979 
fiscal  year.  The  Decision  and  Order 
determined  that  Warrior  received  insufficient 
relief  during  its  1979  fiscal  year. 

Young  Refining  Corporation,  4/20/81,  BEX- 
0080 

On  April  20, 1981,  the  DOE  issued  a 
Decision  and  Order  to  Young  Refining 
Corporation  that  reviewed  the  firm's 
exception  relief  from  purchasing  entitlements 
as  required  by  10  CFR  211.67  during  its  1980 
fiscal  year.  The  Decision  and  Order 
determined  that  Young  received  excessive 
relief  during  its  1980  fiscal  year. 

Young  Refining  Corporation,  4/20/81,  DEX- 
0190 

On  April  20, 1981,  the  DOE  issued  a 
Decision  and  Order  to  Young  Refining 
Corporation  that  reviewed  the  firm's 
exception  relief  from  purchasing  entitlements 
as  required  by  10  CFR  211.67  during  its  1979 
fiscal  year.  The  Decision  and  Order 
determined  that  Young  received  excessive 
relief  during  its  1979  fiscal  year. 

Young  Refining  Corporation,  4/22/81,  DEX- 
0104 

On  April  22, 1981,  the  DOE  issued  a 
Decision  and  Order  to  Young  Refining 
Corporation  that  reviewed  the  firm’s 
exception  relief  from  purchasing  entitlements 
as  required  by  10  CFR  211.67  during  its  1978 
fiscal  year.  The  Decision  and  Order 
determined  that  Young  received  excessive 
relief  during  its  1978  fiscal  year. 

Petitions  Involving  the  Motor  Gasoline 
Allocation  Regulations 

The  following  firm  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  the  Motor 
Gasoline  Allocation  Regulations.  The  DOE 
issued  a  Decision  and  Order  which 
determined  that  the  request  be  dismissed: 

Company  Name  and  Case  No. 

Mountain  View  Coach  Lines,  Inc.,  BEO-1013 
DISMISSALS 

The  following  submissions  were  dismissed: 
Company  Name  and  Case  No. 

Amoco  Oil  Company,  BEL-0045 
Arizona  Fuels  Corporation,  BEX-0050 
Husky  Oil  Company  of  Delaware,  DXE-0079 
J.  J.  Doherty  and  Co.,  Inc.,  BEE-0739 
O.  K.  Petroleum  Products  Corporation,  BEA- 

0559 

Oklahoma  Refining  Company,  BEL-0925 

Copies  of  the  full  text  of  these 
Decisions  and  Orders  are  available  in 
the  Public  Docket  Room  of  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals,  Room  B-120, 
2000  M  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20461,  Monday  through  Friday,  between 
the  hours  of  1:00  p.m.  and  5:00  pjn., 
except  Federal  holidays.  They  are  also 
available  in  Energy  Management 
Federal  Energy  Guidelines,  a 


commercially  published  loose  leaf 
reporter  system. 

George  B.  Breznay, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 
May  21. 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16085  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am) 
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Issuance  of  Proposed  Decisions  and 
Orders;  Period  of  May  4  Through  May 
15, 1981 

During  the  period  May  4  through  May 
15, 1981,  the  proposed  decisions  and 
orders  summarized  below  were  issued 
by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 
of  the  Department  of  Energy  with  regard 
to  applications  for  exception. 

Under  the  procedural  regulations  that 
apply  to  exception  proceedings  (10  CFR 
Part  205,  Subpart  D),  any  person  who 
will  be  aggrieved  by  the  issuance  of  a 
proposed  decision  and  order  in  final 
form  may  file  a  written  notice  of 
objection  within  ten  days  of  service.  For 
purposes  of  the  procedural  regulations, 
the  date  of  service  of  notice  is  deemed 
to  be  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
Notice  or  the  date  an  aggrieved  person 
receives  actual  notice,  whichever  occurs 
first. 

The  procedural  regulations  provide 
that  an  aggrieved  party  who  fails  to  file 
a  Notice  of  Objection  within  the  time 
period  specified  in  the  regulations  will 
be  deemed  to  consent  to  the  issuance  of 
the  proposed  decision  and  order  in  final 
form.  An  aggrieved  party  who  wishes  to 
contest  a  determination  made  in  a 
proposed  decision  and  order  must  also 
file  a  detailed  statement  of  objections 
within  30  days  of  the  date  of  service  of 
the  proposed  decision  and  order.  In  the 
statement  of  objections,  the  aggrieved 
party  must  specify  each  issue  of  fact  or 
law  that  it  intends  to  contest  in  any 
further  proceeding  involving  the 
exception  matter. 

Copies  of  the  full  text  of  these 
proposed  decisions  and  orders  are 
available  in  the  Public  Docket  Room  of 
the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals, 
Room  B-120,  2000  M  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  Monday 
through  Friday,  between  the  hours  of 
1:00  p.m.  and  5:00  p.m.,  except  federal 
holidays. 

May  21, 1981. 

Georgs  B.  Breznay, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

Golden  Gate  Petroleum  Co.,  Emeryville, 
California,  BEE-1644  Reporting 
Requirements 

Golden  Gate  Petroleum  Co.  filed  an 
ApplicationTor  Exception  from  the  reporting 
requirements  of  Form  EIA-9A  (“No.  2 
Distillate  Price  Monitoring  Report”).  The 
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exception  request,  if  granted,  would  relieve 
Golden  Gate  of  the  obligation  to  prepare  and 
submit  Form  EIA-9A.  On  May  11, 1981,  the 
Department  of  Energy  issued  a  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order  in  which  it  tentatively 
determined  that  the  exception  request  should 
be  denied. 

Oasis  Petro  Energy  Corp.,  Culver  City, 
California,  DEE-7983  crude  oil 
Oasis  Petro  Energy  Corp.  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR  212.183.  The  exception  request,  if 
granted,  would  permit  Oasis  to  apply  a 
portion  of  the  crude  oil  reseller  price  rules 
applicable  to  resellers  that  did  not  sell  crude 
oil  prior  to  December  1, 1977  in  calculating  its 
maximum  legal  selling  prices  for  the  period 
January  1979  through  November  1980.  On 
May  11, 1981,  the  Department  of  Energy 
issued  a  Proposed  Decision  and  Order  in 
which  it  tentatively  determined  that  the 
exception  request  should  be  granted. 

Placid  Refining  Company,  Washington,  D.C., 
BEE-1352  crude  oil 
Placid  Refining  Company  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR  211.67  (the  Entitlement  Program). 
The  exception  request,  if  granted,  would 
permit  Placid  to  receive  additional 
entitlements  benefits  for  the  crude  oil  the  firm 
purchased  to  establish  a  starting  inventory 
for  its  Mount  Belview  refinery.  On  May  15, 
1981,  the  Department  of  Energy  issued  a 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order  in  which  it 
tentatively  determined  that  the  exception 
request  should  be  denied. 

Ross  Oil  Company,  Holden,  Missouri,  BEE- 
1592  reporting  requirements 
Ross  Oil  Company  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  reporting  requirements  of 
Form  EIA-172  (“Sales  of  Fuel  Oil  and 
Kerosene”).  The  exception  request,  if  granted, 
would  relieve  Ross  of  the  obligation  to 
complete  and  file  Form  EIA-172  for  calendar 
year  1979.  On  May  11, 1981,  the  Department 
of  Energy  issued  a  Proposed  Decision  and 
Order  in  which  it  tentatively  determined  that 
exception  relief  should  be  granted. 

Shell  Oil  Company,  Houston,  Texas,  BEE- 
0889;  BEE-1307  crude  oil 
Shell  Oil  Company  filed  two  Applications 
for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
212.75.  The  exception  requests,  if  granted, 
would  permit  the  firm  to  establish  the  base 
production  control  level  and  to  calculate  the 
volumes  of  imputed  stripper  and  upper  tier 
crude  oil  for  the  North  Hobbs  and  the  South 
Wasson  Units  in  a  manner  different  from  that 
set  forth  under  212.75.  On  May  11, 1981,  the 
Department  of  Energy  issued  a  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order  in  which  it  tentatively 
determined  that  exception  relief  should  be 
denied. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16086  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[A-7-FRL-1839-4] 

Approval  of  PSD  Permit  to  American 
Modern  Food  Energy  Systems,  Inc., 
Ames,  Iowa 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) 
has  issued  a  construction  permit  under 
the  Prevention  of  Significant  Air  Quality 
Deterioration  (PSD)  regulations  (40  CFR 
52.21)  as  amended  August  7, 1980  (45  FR 
52735)  to:  American  Modern  Food 
Energy  Systems,  Inc. 

On  April  15, 1981,  the  EPA  formally 
approved,  with  conditions,  a  proposal 
by  the  American  Modern  Food  Energy 
Systems,  Inc.  to  construct  a  new 
anhydrous  ethanol  plant  to  be  located  in 
Ames,  Iowa.  The  facility  is  considered  a 
major  source  of  air  pollution  because  it 
will  have  potential  emissions  of  sulfur 
dioxide  (S02)  and  nitrogen  oxides  (NOx) 
both  in  excess  of  100  tons  per  year.  All 
other  applicable  pollutant  emissions  will 
each  be  controlled  to  less  than  100  tons 
per  year. 

Under  Section  307(b)(1)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  as  amended  in  August  1977, 
judicial  review  of  the  above  action  is 
available  only  by  the  filing  of  a  petition 
for  review  in  the  United  States  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  appropriate  circuit 
within  60  days  of  today.  Under  Section 
307(b)(2)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended  in  August  1977,  the 
requirements  which  are  the  subject  of 
today’s  notice  may  not  be  challenged 
later  in  civil  or  criminal  proceedings 
brought  by  the  EPA  to  enforce  these 
requirements. 

In  this  case,  the  appropriate  court  is 
the  Eighth  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals.  A 
petition  for  review  must  be  filed  with 
this  court  on  or  before  July  28, 1981. 
Copies  of  this  permit  and  related  information 
are  available  for  public  inspection  at:  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Air  and 
Hazardous  Materials  Division,  Air,  Noise  and 
Radiation  Branch,  324  East  11th  Street, 
Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106. 

Dated:  May  18, 1981. 

William  W.  Rice, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator,  Region  VII. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16109  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6560-38-M 


[A-7-FRL-1839] 

Non-Applicability  of  PSD  Regulation  to 
Cargill  Inc.,  Wichita,  Kansas 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA), 
on  April  2, 1981,  pursuant  to  the 
regulations  for  the  prevention  of 
significant  deterioration,  40  CFR  52.21, 


as  amended  August  7, 1980,  at  45  FR 
52735,  issued  a  non-applicability 
determination  to  Cargill  Inc.  for  the 
modification  of  their  edible  oil  refinery 
located  in  Wichita,  Kansas. 

The  modification  will  consist  of  two 
boilers  with  a  total  heat  input  of  about 
44  million  BTU’s  per  hour.  Emissions  of 
all  pollutants  will  be  less  than  the  de 
minimis  level  qualifying  the  project  as  a 
major  modification  as  defined  in  40  CFR 
52.21(b)(2),  as  amended,  under  Section 
307(b)(1)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended  in  August  1977,  judicial  review 
of  this  determination  is  available  only 
by  the  filing  of  a  petition  for  review  in 
the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for 
the  appropriate  circuit  within  60  days  of 
today. 

In  this  case,  the  appropriate  court  is 
the  Tenth  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals.  A 
petition  for  review  must  be  filed  with 
this  court  on  or  before  July  28, 1981. 

This  determination  and  related 
background  information  are  available 
for  public  inspection  at:  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Air 
and  Hazardous  Materials  Division,  Air, 
Noise  and  Radiation  Branch,  324  East 
11th  Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106. 

Dated:  May  18, 1981. 

William  W.  Rice, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator,  Region  VII. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16110  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6560-38-M 


[A-7-FRL-1839-6] 

Approval  of  PSD  Permit  to  General 
Motors,  Kansas  City,  Kansas 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) 
has  issued  a  construction  permit  under 
the  Prevention  of  Significant  Air  Quality 
Deterioration  (PSD)  regulations  (40  CFR 
52.21)  as  amended  August  7, 1980  (45  FR 
52735)  to:  General  Motors  Corporation. 

On  April  13, 1981,  the  EPA  formally 
approved,  with  conditions,  a  proposal  to 
construct  a  new  passenger  car  assembly 
plant  in  Kansas  City,  Kansas.  The 
proposed  plant  is  subject  to  PSD  review 
because  it  will  have  the  potential  to  emit 
the  following  pollutants  in  excess  of  100 
tons  per  year:  sulfur  dioxide  (SO*), 
nitrogen  oxides  (NOJ,  carbon  monoxide 
(CO),  and  particulate  matter.  The  major 
pollution  emitting  components  of  the 
source  will  be  proposed  coal-fired  boiler 
units  (and  related  coal  handling 
operations),  auto  painting  facilities,  and . 
gas-fired  paint  curing  ovens. 

Under  Section  307(b)(1)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  as  amended  in  August  1977, 
judicial  review  of  the  above  action  is 
available  only  by  the  filing  of  a  petition 
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for  review  in  the  United  States  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  appropriate  circuit 
within  60  days  from  today.  Under 
Section  307(b)(2)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act, 
as  amended  in  August  1977,  the 
requirements  which  are  the  subject  of 
today’s  notice  may  not  be  challenged 
later  in  civil  or  criminal  proceedings 
brought  by  the  EPA  to  enforce  these 
requirements. 

In  this  case,  the  appropriate  court  is 
the  Tenth  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals.  A 
petition  for  review  must  be  filed  with 
this  court  on  or  before  July  28, 1981. 

Copies  of  this  permit  and  related 
information  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at:  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Air  and  Hazardous 
Materials  Division,  Air,  Noise  and 
Radiation  Branch,  324  East  11th  Street, 
Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106. 

Dated:  May  18, 1981. 

William  W.  Rice, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator,  Region  VII. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16111  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  6560-38-M 


[  A-7-FR  L- 1 839-5] 

Nonapplicability  of  PSD  Regulations  to 
Gulf  Coast  Grain  Inc.,  Commanche, 
Iowa,  et  al. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) 
has  determined  that  construction 
proposals  by  the  above  companies  are 
not  subject  to  the  review  requirements 
of  the  Prevention  of  Significant  Air 
Quality  Deterioration  (PSD)  regulations 
(40  CFR  52.21),  as  amended  August  7, 
1980,  (45  FR  52735). 

On  March  4, 1981,  the  EPA  issued  a 
non-applicability  determination  to  Gulf 
Coast  Grain  Incorporated,  Commanche, 
Iowa.  This  determination  is  based  on 
calculations  showing  that  the  emissions 
will  not  qualify  the  facility  as  a  major 
stationary  source,  as  defined  in  40  CFR 
52.21(b)(1),  as  amended. 

On  April  9, 1981,  the  EPA  issued  a 
non-applicability  determination  to 
Union  Carbide  Corporation,  Centerville, 
Iowa,  for  the  proposed  expansion  in 
Centerville,  Iowa.  The  emissions  of  all 
applicable  pollutants  will  not  exceed 
amounts  qualifying  the  project  as  a 
major  modification,  as  defined  in  40  CFR 
52.21(b)(2),  as  amended. 

On  March  17, 1981,  the  EPA  issued  a 
non-applicability  determination  to  Van 
Buren  County  Alcohol  Incorporated  in 
Bonaparte,  Iowa.  This  determination  of 
non-applicability  was  based  on  a 
determination  that  emissions  from  the 
source  in  compliance  with  emission 
limitations  established  standards  in  the 
permit  they  received  from  the  Iowa 


Department  of  Environmental  Quality, 
will  not  exceed  amounts  qualifying  the 
project  as  a  major  stationary  source  as 
defined  in  40  CFR  52.21(b)(1),  as 
amended.  Under  Section  307(b)(1)  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended  in  1977, 
judicial  review  of  any  of  these 
determinations  is  available  only  by  the 
filing  of  a  petition  for  review  in  the 
United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the 
appropriate  circuit  within  60  days  of 
today. 

In  these  cases,  the  appropriate  court  is 
the  Eighth  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals.  A 
petition  for  review  must  be  filed  with 
this  court  on  or  before  July  28, 1981. 

These  determinations  and  related 
background  information  are  available 
for  public  inspection  at:  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Air 
and  Hazardous  Materials  Division,  Air, 
Noise  and  Radiation  Branch,  324  East 
11th  Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106. 

Dated:  May  18, 1981. 

William  W.  Rice, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator,  Region  VII. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16112  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am[ 

BILUNG  CODE  6560-38-M 


(ER-FRL-1841-2) 

Availability  of  Environmental  Impact 
Statements 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Federal  Activities  (A- 
104),  Environmental  Protection  Agency. 
PURPOSE:  This  notice  lists  the 
Environmental  Impact  Statements  (EISS) 
which  have  been  officially  filed  with  the 
EPA  and  distributed  to  federal  agencies 
and  interested  groups,  organizations  and 
individuals  for  review  pursuant  to  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality’s 
regulations  (40  CFR  Part  1506.9)  during 
the  week  of  May  18, 1981  to  May  22, 

1981. 

REVIEW  PERIODS:  The  45-day  review 
period  for  Draft  EISs’  listed  in  this  notice 
is  calculated  from  May  29, 1981  and  will 
end  on  July  13, 1981.  The  30-day  review 
period  for  Final  EISs’  as  calculated  from 
May  29, 1981  will  end  on  June  29, 1981. 
ElS  AVAILABILITY:  To  obtain  a  copy  of  an 
EIS  listed  in  this  notice  you  should 
contact  the  federal  agency  which 
prepared  the  EIS.  If  a  federal  agency 
does  not  have  the  EIS  available  upon 
request  you  may  contact  the  Office  of 
Federal  Activities,  EPA,  for  further 
information.  Copies  of  EIS’s  previously 
filed  with  EPA  or  CEQ  which  are  no 
longer  available  from  the  orginating 
agency  are  available  with  charge  from 
the  following  source:  Information 
Resources  Press,  1700  North  Moore 
Street,  Arlington,  Virginia  22209,  (703) 
558-8270. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Kathi  L.  Wilson,  Office  of  Federal 
Activities,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW.,  Washington, 
DC  20460,  (202)  245-3006. 

Dated:  May  26, 1981. 

William  N.  Hedeman,  Jr., 

Director,  Office  of  Federal  Activities  (A-104). 

Department  of  Agriculture 

FS:  Final — Taos  Ski  Valley  Master 
Plan,  Carson  National  Forest,  Taos 
County,  New  Mexico  (EIS  Order 
#810401). 

Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

Draft — Brush  Creek  and  Tributaries 
Flood  Control  Plan,  Jackson  County, 
Missouri  and  Johnson  and  Wyandotte 
Counties,  Kansas  (EIS  Order  #810389). 

Draft — Lafourche  Parish  Sand 
Dredging  Operations,  Louisiana  (EIS 
Order  #810390). 

Draft  Supplement — San  Juan  Harbor 
Navigation  Improvement,  Puerto  Rico 
(EIS  Order  #810392). 

Final — Redwood  River  Flood  Control 
Project,  Lyon  County,  Minnesota  (EIS 
Order  #810385). 

Department  of  Commerce 

NOAA:  Draft — Western  Pacific 
Billfish  Fishery  Management  Plan, 

Pacific  Ocean  (EIS  Order  #810399). 

Department  of  Interior 

BLM:  Final — Mid-Atlantic  OCS  Oil 
and  Gas  Lease  Sale,  No.  59  (EIS  Order 
#1810396). 

Department  of  Transportation 

FHWA:  Draft— TH-610/TH-552 
Construction  and  Reconstruction,  Anoka 
and  Hennepin  Counties,  Minnesota:  the 
review  period  for  this  EIS  has  been 
extended  until  July  24, 1981  (EIS  Order 
#1810402). 

FHWA:  Final — Route  129 
Improvement,  Wilmington  to  Reading, 
Middlesex  County,  Massachusetts  (EIS 
Order  #810391). 

FHWA:  Final — US  50/Choptank  River 
Crossing  Improvement,  Talbot  and 
Dorchester  Counties,  Maryland  (EIS 
Order  #810393). 

Delaware  River  Basin  Commission 

Final — Delaware  River  Basin  Level  B 
Study,  Delaware,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  and  Pennsylvania  (EIS  Order 
#810386). 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

EPA2:  Draft — Lojas-Boqueron  201 
Facilities  Plan,  Grant,  Puerto  Rico  (EIS 
Order  #810394). 
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EPA6:  Final — Gibbons  Creek  Lignite 
Project,  NPDES  Permit,  Grimes  County, 
Texas  (E1S  Order  #810395). 

EPA9:  Final — South  Shore  Lake  Tahoe 
Basin  Wastewater  Treatment  Facilities, 
NDPES  Permit,  Douglas  County,  Nevada 
and  Alpine  and  El  Dorado  Counties, 
California  (EIS  Order  #810400). 

Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development 

Draft — Country  Meadow  Subdivision, 
Mortgage  Insurance,  Chambers  County, 
Texas  (EIS  Order  #810384). 

,  Final — Parkwood  Meadows 
Residential  Development,  Mortgage 
Insurance,  Tulare  County,  California 
(EIS  Order  #810388). 

104H:  Draft — Times  Square  Hotel, 
UDAG,  New  York  City,  New  York  (EIS 
Order  #810398). 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 

Draft — Comanche  Peak  Steam  Electric 
Station  Units  1  and  2,  Licences, 
Somervell  County,  Texas  (EIS  Order 
#810403). 

Veterans’  Administration 

Draft — New  York  VA  Medical  Center 
Addition,  Rehabilitation,  Engineering 
and  Outpatient  Clinic,  New  York  (EIS 
Order  #810397). 

|FR  Doc  81-16151  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  COO€  6560-37-14 


I AMS-FRL- 1840-4] 

Fuel  Economy  Retrofit  Devices; 
Announcement  of  Fuel  Economy 
Retrofit  Device  Evaluation  for 
“Automotive  Cylinder  Deactvator 
System” 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  fuel  economy  retrofit 
device  evaluation. 

summary:  This  document  announces  the 
conclusions  of  the  EPA  evaluation  of  the 
“Automotive  Cylinder  Deactoivator 
System"  Device  under  provisions  of 
Section  511  of  the  Motor  Vehicle 
Information  and  Cost  Savings  Act. 
BACKGROUND  information:  Section 
511(b)(1)  and  section  511(c)  of  the  Motor 
Vehicle  Information  and  Cost  Savings 
Act  (15  U.S.C.  2011(b))  requires  that: 

(b)(1)  "Upon  application  of  any 
manufacturer  of  a  retrofit  device  (or 
prototype  thereof),  upon  the  request  of  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  pursuant  to 
subsection  (a),  or  upon  his  own  motion,  the 
EPA  Administrator  shall  evaluate,  in 
accordance  with  rules  prescribed  under 
subsection  (d),  any  retrofit  device  to 
determine  whether  the  retrofit  device 
increases  fuel  economy  and  to  determine 
whether  the  representations  (if  any)  made 


with  respect  to  such  retrofit  devices  are 
accurate." 

(c)  “The  EPA  Administrator  shall  publish  in 
the  Federal  Register  a  summary  of  the  results 
of  all  tests  conducted  under  this  section, 
together  with  the  EPA  Administrator’s 
conclusions  as  to — 

(1)  The  effect  of  any  retrofit  device  on  fuel 
economy: 

(2)  The  effect  of  any  such  device  on 
emmissions  of  air  pollutants;  and 

(3)  Any  other  information  which  the 
Administrator  determines  to  be  relevant  in 
evaluating  such  device." 

EPA  published  final  regulations 
establishing  procedures  for  conducting 
fuel  economy  retrofit  device  evaluations 
on  March  23, 1979  [44  FR  17946]. 

Origin  of  request  for  evaluation:  On 
October  2, 1979,  the  EPA  received  a 
request  from  ACDS,  Inc.  for  evaluation 
of  a  fuel  saving  device  termed 
“Automotive  Cylinder  Deactivator 
System  (ACDS).”  This  Device  is 
designed  to  deactivate  engine  cylinders 
as  a  means  of  increasing  a  vehicle’s  fuel 
economy. 

Availability  of  Evaluation  Report:  An 
evaluation  has  been  made  and  the 
results  are  described  completely  in  a 
report  entitled:  "EPA  Evaluation  of  the 
Automotive  Cylinder  Deactivator 
System  (ACDS)  Under  Section  511  of  the 
Motor  Vehicle  Information  and  Cost 
Savings  Act,”  report  number  EPA-AA- 
TEB-511-81-7  consisting  of  97  pages 
including  all  attachments. 

EPA  also  tested  the  Automotive 
Cylinder  Deactivator  System  (ACDS) 
Device.  The  EPA  testing  is  described 
completely  in  the  report  “Emissions  and 
Fuel  Economy  of  the  Automotive 
Cylinder  Deactivator  System  (ACDS),” 
EPA-AA-TEB-81-7,  consisting  of  40 
pages.  This  report  is  contained  in  the 
preceding  Automotive  Cylinder 
Deactivator  System  (ACDS)  511 
Evaluation  as  an  attachment. 

Copies  of  these  reports  may  be 
obtained  from  the  National  Technical 
Information  Service  by  using  the  above 
report  numbers.  Address  requests  to: 
National  Technical  Information  Service, 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Springfield,  VA  22161,  Phone:  Federal 
Telecommunications  System  (FTS)  737- 
4650,  Commercial  703-487-4650. 

Summary  of  Evaluation 

EPA  fully  considered  all  of  the 
information  submitted  by  the  Device 
manufacturer  in  the  Application.  The 
evaluation  of  the  “Automotive  Cylinder 
Deactivator  System  (ACDS)”  Device 
was  based  on  that  information  and  the 
results  of  the  EPA  test  program. 

Test  data  submitted  by  the  Applicant 
did  indicate  the  ACDS  system  could 
significantly  improve  fuel  economy. 


However,  the  data  did  not  quantify  the 
amount  of  improvement. 

The  Applicant  did  not  clearly  identify 
either  the  device  model/models  to  be 
marketed  or  their  design. 

The  suitability  of  the  ACDS  system 
for  engines  with  valve  rocker  shafts  is 
unknown.  ACDS  does  claim  to  have 
developed  hardware  for  these  engines. 

The  suitability  of  the  ACDS  hydraulic 
cylinder  deactivation  system  is 
unknown  since  detailed  information  on  * 
this  hardware  was  not  provided. 

Installation  of  the  ACDS  system 
would  require  the  skills  of  a  trained 
mechanic.  Activation  and  deactivation 
of  cylinders  (manual  system)  may 
require  similar  skills. 

The  EPA  evaluation  of  the  ACDS 
system  included  vehicle  testing  by  the 
Federal  Test  Procedure  (FTP)  urban 
driving  cycle  and  the  Highway  Fuel 
Economy  Test  (HFET)  highway  driving 
cycle.  During  these  tests,  measurements 
were  made  of  the  fuel  economy  (FE)  and 
the  emissions  of  hydrocarbon  (HC), 
carbon  monoxide  (CO),  carbon  dioxide 
(C02),  and  oxides  of  nitrogen  (NOx). 

The  testing  performed  by  EPA 
showed: 

A.  The  operation  of  an  8  cylinder 
engine  on  4  cylinders  through  the  use  of 
the  ACDS  hardware  caused  an  increase 
in  vehicle  CO  and  NO*  emissions  to 
levels  exceeding  the  1979  standards. 

FTP  CO  emissions  were  typically 
increased  several  times  to  levels  near  or 
above  the  standards.  FTP  NO* 
emissions  were  typically  twice  the 
standard.  HC  emissions  were  relatively 
unaffected.  These  emission  increases 
violate  the  tampering  provisions  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act.  (See  "F”  below). 

B.  The  operation  of  an  8  cylinder 
engine  on  4  cylinders  through  the  use  of 
the  ACDS  hardware  did  improve  vehicle 
fuel  economy  5  to  16%  for  the  FTP  and  3 
to  20%  for  the  HFET  for  the  vehicles 
tested,  but  with  the  associated  emission 
increases  described  in  “A”  above. 

C.  The  vehicles  tested  had  poor 
driveability  when  using  the  ACDS  to 
operate  an  8  cylinder  engine  on  4 
cylinders. 

D.  Vehicle  acceleration  times  were 
substantially  increased  when  the  8 
cylinder  vehicles  were  operated  with  4 
cylinders  using  ACDS.  Acceleration 
times  were  typically  double  the 
comparable  times  for  8  cylinder 
operation. 

E.  The  operation  of  a  vehicle  on  4 
cylinders  caused  a  serious  loss  of 
braking  power  assist  under  some  driving 
conditions. 

F.  Because  EPA  tests  showed  that  use 
of  this  Device  on  the  vehicles  tested 
caused  emissions  to  exceed  applicable 
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standards,  the  installation  of  this  Device 
by  a  person  in  the  business  of  servicing, 
repairing,  selling,  leasing,  or  trading 
motor  vehicles,  fleet  operators,  or  new 
car  dealers  will  be  considered  a 
violation  of  section  203(a)(3),  the  Federal 
prohibition  against  tampering  with 
emission  control  systems.  That  is,  there 
is  currently  no  reasonable  basis  for 
believing  that  the  installation  or  use  of 
this  Device  will  not  adversely  affect 
emission  performance.  This 
determination  does  not  preclude  the  use 
of  the  ACDS  device  on  a  different 
vehicle  or  vehicles  than  those  tested  by 
EPA  if  Federal  Test  Procedure  tests 
performed  on  such  vehicles  clearly 
establish  that  emission  performance  on 
such  vehicles  is  not  adversely  affected. 

Many  state  laws  prohibit  the 
operation  or  registration  for  use  on 
public  highways  of  a  motor  vehicle  on 
which  the  emission  control  device  has 
been  removed  or  rendered  inoperative. 
EPA  has  concluded  that  this  Device  will 
render  inoperative  an  element  of  design 
of  the  emission  control  devices  or 
systems  of  a  motor  vehicle  on  which  it  is 
installed.  Therefore,  the  installation  or 
use  of  this  Device  by  individuals  may  be 
prohibited  under  some  state  laws. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Merrill  W.  Korth,  Emission  Control 
Technology  Division,  Office  of  Mobile 
Source  Air  Pollution  Control, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  2565 
Plymouth  Road,  Ann  Arbor,  Michigan 
48105,  313-668—4299. 

Dated:  May  20, 1981. 

Edward  F.  Tuerk, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator  for  Air,  Noise, 
and  Radiation. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16143  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am|  __ 
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[ER-FRL-1840-6] 

Intent  To  Prepare  a  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  intent  to  prepare  a 
draft  environmental  impact  statement 
(HIS). _ 

PURPOSE:  To  fulfill  the  requirements  of 
Section  102(2)(C)  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act,  EPA  has 
identified  a  need  to  prepare  an  EIS  and 
therefore  issues  this  Notice  of  Intent 
pursuant  to  40  CFR  1501.7. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Gene  Wojcik,  Environmental 
Engineering  Branch  (5WEE),  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  V,  230  South  Dearborn  Street, 
Chicago,  Illinois  60604,  Telephone: 


(Commercial)  312/353-2157,  (FTS)  8- 
353-2157. 

summary: 

Description  of  Proposed  Action:  The 
EPA  action  would  be  the  approval  of  a 
sludge  management  plan  and  the 
issuance  of  grant  monies  for  the 
implementation  of  a  cost-effective  and 
environmentally  sound  plan  located  in 
the  City  of  Indianapolis,  Marion  County, 
Indiana. 

Scoping:  Region  V  will  hold  a  scoping 
meeting  to  discuss  the  alternatives  and 
the  scope  of  the  draft  EIS.  The  meeting 
will  be  held  on  June  10, 1981,  at  7:00  pm 
at  the  Public  Assembly  Room  of  the 
City-County  Building  in  Indianapolis, 
Indiana.  Full  participation  by  interested 
Federal,  State  and  local  agencies  as  well 
as  other  interested  private  organizations 
and  parties  is  invited.  The  public  will  be 
involved  to  the  maximum  extent 
possible  and  is  encouraged  to 
participate  in  the  planning  process. 

Timing:  EPA  estimates  the  draft  EIS 
will  be  available  for  public  review  and 
comment  around  June  1982  or 
approximately  one  month  following  the 
release  of  the  draft  sludge  management 
plan  being  developed  by  the  City  of 
Indianapolis.  All  interested  parties  are 
encouraged  to  submit  their  name  and 
address  to  the  person  indicated  above 
for  inclusion  on  the  distribution  list  for 
the  draft  EIS  and  related  public  notices. 

Dated:  May  21, 1981. 

William  N.  Hedeman,  Jr., 

Director,  Office  of  Federal  Activities  (A-104). 

[FR  Doc.  81-16152  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am) 
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EQUAL  EMPLOYMENT  OPPORTUNITY 
COMMISSION 

OFFICE  OF  THE  FEDERAL  INSPECTOR 
FOR  THE  ALASKA  NATURAL  GAS 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM 

Memorandum  of  Understanding 
Establishing  Discrimination  Complaint 
Handling  and  Information  Sharing 
Procedures 

AGENCIES:  Equal  Employment 
Opportunity  Commission  and  Office  of 
the  Federal  Inspector. 
action:  Final  notice. 


SUMMARY:  This  document  sets  forth  a 
Memorandum  of  Understanding 
between  the  Equal  Employment 
Opportunity  Commission  (EEOC)  and 
the  Office  of  the  Federal  Inspector  (OFI) 
of  the  Alaska  Natural  Gas 
Transportation  System  (ANGTS)  for  the 
handling  of  complaints  of  employment 
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discrimination  and  for  the  sharing  of 
information.  Both  agencies  have  equal 
employment  opportunity  responsibilities 
and  wish  to  administer  these 
responsibilities  in  a  manner  that 
promotes  efficiency  and  eliminates 
conflict,  competition,  duplication  and 
inconsistency  in  the  operation  of  their 
programs. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  Memorandum  of 
Understanding  is  effective  May  29, 1981. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Francesta  E.  Farmer,  Director,  Office  of 
Interagency  Coordination,  Equal 
Employment  Opportunity  Commission, 
2401  “E”  Street,  N.W.,  Room  4208, 
Washington,  D.C.  20506,  Area  Code 
(202)  634-6916,  or  John  Alexander, 
Director,  Office  of  Equal  Employment 
Opportunity  and  Minority  Business 
Enterprise,  Alaska  Natural  Gas 
Transportation  System,  Room  3212,  Post 
Office  Building,  1200  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20044, 
Area  Code  (202)  275-0582. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
September  11, 1980,  the  EEOC  and  the 
OFI  published  for  comment  a  proposed 
memorandum  of  understanding  (MOU). 
See  45  FR  60368.  The  purpose  of  the 
MOU  is  to  establish  procedures  for 
handling  complaints  of  employment 
discrimination  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
both  agencies  which  may  be  filed  during 
the  construction  of  the  Alaska  Natural 
Gas  Transportation  System  in  a  manner 
which  promotes  efficiency  and 
eliminates  conflict,  competition, 
duplication  and  inconsistency  between 
the  agencies. 

The  EEOC  and  the  OFI  have  adopted 
the  MOU  which  appears  below.  The 
final  MOU  differs  in  a  number  of 
respects  from  the  proposal  which 
appeared  in  the  Federal  Register.  In 
large  part,  the  changes  have  been 
adopted  in  response  to  public  comment 
received  concerning  the  proposal. 

Summary  of  Comments  Received  and 
Changes  Made 

The  agencies  received  two  comments 
on  the  proposal.  The  State  of  Alaska 
Human  Rights  Commission  favored  the 
proposal,  “because  it  represents  an 
orderly  and  rational  division  of 
workload  between  the  EEOC  and  the 
Federal  Inspector  and  will  make 
appropriate  use  of  the  EEOC’s  expertise 
in  processing  discrimination  complaints 
under  Title  VII  (of  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of 
1964).”  The  State  recommended  a 
number  of  modifications  to  its 
worksharing  arrangements  with  EEOC 
which  do  not  affect  this  MOU. 

The  project  sponsors,  i.e.  the  three 
companies  which  are  financing  and  will 
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own  the  pipeline,  felt  that  the  proposal 
provided  “help  in  clarifying  the  possible 
overlap  in  functions  between  the  EEOC 
and  the  OFI.”  Nevertheless,  they  raised 
a  number  of  concerns.  Their  principal 
problems  are  summarized  below.  They 
are  addressed  in  an  order  which 
corresponds  sequentially  to  the  final 
memorandum. 

1.  Exchange  of  Information.  The 
project  sponsors  had  several  objections 
to  the  section  on  exchange  of 
information.  Their  major  concern  was 
that  the  restrictions  on  the  sharing  of 
information  “provide  little  or  no 
indication  of  what  restriction  on 
information  sharing  and  release  will  be 
placed  on  the  EEOC.”  They  believed 
that  information  collected  by  one 
agency  should  remain  subject  to  that 
agency’s  confidentiality  requirements. 
They  recommended,  therefore,  that  the 
MOU  “provide  that  EEOC  will  not 
disclose  to  third  parties  information 
which  it  has  obtained  from  the  OFI; 
rather  the  EEOC  should  refer  such 
requests  for  information  back  to  the 
OFI.”  In  addition,  they  argued  that  the 
MOU  should  limit  types  of  information 
that  the  OFI  shares  with  the  EEOC  to 
information  directly  related  to  a  specific 
charge  of  employment  discrimination 
and  that  the  nature  of  the  information  to 
be  shared  should  be  specifically 
enumerated  in  the  memorandum. 

The  section  dealing  with  the  exchange 
of  information  has  been  rewritten,  and 
responds  to  some  of  the  concerns  raised 
by  the  sponsors. 

The  EEOC  and  OFI  are  bound  by  the 
confidentiality  provisions  of  their 
respective  statutes  and  regulations.  The 
agencies  see  no  need  to  reiterate  such 
requirements  in  this  memorandum.  The 
OFI  is  not  bound  by  the  confidentiality 
requirements  of  Tide  VII  when  the 
EEOC  investigates  a  complaint  on  the 
OFI’s  behalf,  because  the  information 
received  by  the  EEOC  during  the  course 
of  such  an  investigation  is  obtained 
pursuant  to  the  Alaska  Natural  Gas 
Transportation  Act  (ANGTA)  and  its 
implementing  regulations,  as  well  as 
pursuant  to  Title  VII.  The  final  MOU 
makes  explicit  that  the  OFI  is,  therefore, 
entitled  to  use  information  collected  by 
the  EEOC  in  an  ANGTA  enforcement 
proceeding. 

The  EEOC  and  the  OFI  do  not  believe 
that  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act 
allows  them  to  fail  to  respond  to 
requests  made  to  them  by  third  parties, 
notwithstanding  that  the  information 
requested  was  initially  collected  by 
another  federal  agency.  The  policy  of 
the  EEOC  is  to  coordinate  requests  for 
information  which  originated  in  another 
federal  agency  with  the  originating 
agency  and  to  honor  its  decision  with 


respect  to  such  data.  29  CFR  1610.6 
(1980).  The  proposed  policy  of  the  OFI  is 
similar. 

Finally,  the  EEOC  and  the  OFI  reject 
the  project  sponsors’  assertion  that  the 
MOU  should  definitively  state  the  type 
of  information  that  the  OFI  will  make 
available  to  the  EEOC  and  that  such 
information  should  be  directly  relevant 
to  a  specific  charge  of  employment 
discrimination.  The  MOU  lists  examples 
of  the  types  of  information  that  will  be 
exchanged.  It  also  makes  clear  the 
intent  to  exchange  information  relevant 
to  the  concurrent  jurisdiction  of  the 
agencies.  The  EEOC  and  the  OFI 
believe,  however,  that  they  need  the 
flexibility  in  sharing  information.  The 
EEOC  may  need  pre-charge  access  to 
employment  information  possessed  by 
the  OFI  to  assist  the  Commission’s 
systemic  unit  in  making  informed 
recommendations  for  the  initiation  of 
systemic  cases.  During  the  course  of 
processing  a  charge,  the  EEOC  may 
become  aware  of  information  possessed 
by  the  OFI  which  is  relevant  to  a  charge, 
but  which  is  not  enumerated  in  the 
memorandum.  The  EEOC  needs  the 
flexibility  to  request  and  receive  such 
information  from  the  OFI.  The  MOU 
allows  such  flexibility. 

2.  Standards  of  Liability.  The  project 
sponsors  questioned  the  assertion  in 
Part  II  of  the  MOU  that  the  standard 
governing  employment  discrimination 
for  ANGTS  is  substantially  similar 
under  the  governing  statutes  of  the  OFI 
and  the  EEOC.  They  argued  that  the 
MOU  “should  take  into  consideration 
the  fact  that  the  coverage  and 
procedures  under  (Title  VII  and  Section 
17  of  ANGTS)  will  not  always  coincide.” 

The  EEOC  and  the  OFI  do  in  fact 
recognize  differences  in  coverage  and 
procedures.  This  MOU,  for  instance, 
does  not  give  EEOC  any  authority  to 
monitor  compliance  by  the  sponsors  and 
then  contractors  of  their  affirmative 
action  obligations.  With  respect  to  the 
standards  for  determining,  and  the 
remedies  to  cure,  employment 
discrimination,  however,  the  EEOC  and 
the  OFI  simply  cannot  ignore  the 
existence  of  nearly  two  decades  of  case 
law  under  Title  VII,  nor  the  expertise  of 
EEOC  in  the  area.  EEOC  cannot  ignore 
its  responsibilities  under  Executive 
Order  12067  “to  maximize  effort, 
promote  efficiency,  and  eliminate 
conflict,  competition,  duplication  and 
inconsistency  among  the  operations, 
functions  and  jurisdictions”  of  federal 
agencies  with  responsibility  to  enforce 
equal  employment  opportunity  statutes. 
In  addition,  the  sponsors,  their 
contractors  and  the  general  public  have 
a  need  and  a  right  to  know  the 


standards  by  which  their  actions  will  be 
judged.  The  EEOC  and  the  OFI  believe 
that  this  MOU  meets  the  needs  of  both 
agencies  and  provides  certainty  as  to 
the  standards  which  will  be  applicable 
under  Section  17.  Finally,  the  MOU 
makes  an  effort  to  mesh  the  procedures 
of  the  two  agencies  in  order  to  avoid 
duplicative  or  inconsistent  efforts  by 
each. 

3.  Third  Party,  Systemic  and 
Commission  Charges.  The  project 
sponsors  pointed  out  that  the  proposed 
MOU  failed  to  deal  with  third  party 
charges,  systemic  charges  and  charges 
brought  by  an  EEOC  Commissioner.  As 
to  third  party  charges  and  charges 
alleging  systemic  discrimination,  the 
memorandum  provides  at  Section 
111(B)(4)  that  EEOC  will  process 
compaints  that  it  receives  under  the 
memorandum  according  to  its  normal 
procedures.  Therefore,  no  special 
procedures  need  be  adopted  in  the 
memorandum. 

As  to  an  EEOC  Commissioner  charge, 
a  new  Section  111(B)(5)  has  been  added. 
The  new  section  sets  up  special 
procedures  for  EEOC  Commissioner 
charges  to  avoid  any  delays  that  might 
be  attendant  on  charges  processed 
under  Section  111(B)(4)  and  III(C).  More 
specifically,  with  respect  to  an  EEOC 
Commissioner  charge,  the  OFI  will 
utilize  its  authority  to  assist  the  EEOC  in 
all  stages  of  the  processing  of  the 
charge.  Because  of  the  OFI’s 
involvement  in  the  processing  of  a 
Commissioner  charge,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  to  provide  the  OFI 
additional  time  to  attempt  to  conciliate 
the  charge  when  it  appears  that  EEOC’s 
own  efforts  may  fail. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  22nd  day 
of  May,  1981. 

For  the  Equal  Employment  Opportunity 
Commission. 

).  Clay  Smith,  Jr., 

Acting  Chairman. 

For  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Inspector. 

John  T.  Rhett, 

Federal  Inspector,  Alaska  Natural  Gas 
Transportation  System. 

Memorandum  of  Understanding 

This  Memorandum  of  Understanding 
between  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Inspector  (OFI)  and  the  Equal 
Employment  Opportunity  Commission 
(EEOC)  is  being  implemented  to  further 
the  objectives  of  both  agencies  in 
assuring  against  employment 
discrimination  during  the  construction  of 
the  Alaska  Natural  Gas  Transportation 
System  (ANGTS).  According  to 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1979,  the 
OFI  has  exclusive  responsibility  for 
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enforcement  of  Section  17  of  the  Alaska 
Natural  Gas  Transportation  Act  of  1976 
(ANGTS),  Condition  No.  11  of  the 
President’s  Decision  and  Report  to 
Congress  on  the  Alaska  Natural  Gas 
Transportation  System  (the  President’s 
Decision ),  the  regulations  (45  FR  31,095) 
(May  12, 1980)  (to  appear  at  43  CFR  Part 
34)  and  terms  and  conditions 
established'pursuant  to  Section  17  and 
Condition  11,  and  all  other  Federal 
statutes  which  related  in  any  manner  to 
the  pre-construction,  construction,  and 
initial  operation  of  ANGTS. 

The  EEOC,  pursuant  to  Title  VII  of  the 
Civil  Rights  Act  of  1964,  as  amended,  42 
U.S.C..Sec.  2000e,  is  responsible  for  the 
elimination  of  discriminatory 
employment  policies  and  practices.  It 
has  adopted  guidelines,  rules  and 
procedures  designed  to  assure  equal 
employment  opportunities  to  all  persons 
without  regard  to  their  race,  color, 
religion,  natural  origin,  or  sex.  In 
addition,  the  EEOC  has  jurisdiction  over 
complaints  alleging  violations  of  the 
Equal  Pay  Act  of  1963  (EPA),  29  U.S.C. 
Sec.  206(d)  and  the  Age  Discrimination 
in  Employment  Act  (ADEA),  29  U.S.C. 
Sec.  621. 

I.  Exchange  of  Information 

The  EEOC  and  OFI  shall  make 
available  to  appropriate  officials  from 
the  other  agency  information  which  may 
assist  each  agency  in  carrying  out  its 
responsibilities.  This  information  will 
relate  to  the  employment  policies  and 
practices  of  the  ANGTS  sponsors, 
contractors,  sub-contractors  or  other 
ANGTS-related  persons,  including 
corporations,  associations,  firms, 
partnerships,  joint  stock  companies, 
labor  unions,  employment  agencies  and 
individuals.  Such  information  shall 
include,  but  shall  not  necessarily  be 
limited  to,  affirmative  action  programs, 
annual  employment  reports,  complaints, 
investigative  files,  conciliation  or 
compliance  agreements,  and  compliance 
review  reports  and  files.1  Additionally, 
the  EEOC  will  send  to  the  OFI  quarterly 
reports  to  keep  the  OFI  informed  of  all 
charges  against  ANGTS  related  persons. 
To  the  extent  that  the  EEOC  provides  to 
the  OFI  information  gathered  by  the 
EEOC  pursuant  to  OFI’s  authority,  the 
OFI  shall  treat  such  information  in 
accordance  with  its  own  confidentiality 
requirements  as  set  forth  in  the  OFI’s 
regulations  governing,  gathering, 


1  It  is  the  intent  of  the  OFI  and  the  EEOC  to 
exchange  information  relevant  to  matters  of 
concurrent  jurisdiction.  Therefore,  for  example,  the 
EEOC  will  not  provide  the  OFI  with  information 
relating  to  claims  of  age  discrimination.  The  OFI 
will  not  ordinarily  provide  EEOC  with  information 
relating  to  its  minority  and  female  business 
enterprise  programs. 


handling,  and  disclosing  information.  — 
FR  —  (to  be  codified  at  10  CFR  Part 
1504).  The  OFI  may  use  information 
collected  by  the  EEOC  in  enforcement 
proceedings  brought  under  ANGTS. 

All  requests  by  third  parties  for 
disclosure  of  information  shall  be 
coordinated  with  the  agency  which 
initially  collected  the  information. 

II.  Complaint  Procedures 

The  standard  governing  employment 
discrimination  for  ANGTS  is 
substantially  similar  under  the 
governing  statutes  of  the  OFI  and  the 
EEOC.  Thus,  while  there  are  certain 
differences  in  terms  of  coverage, 
sanctions,  and  procedures,  most 
instances  of  employment  discrimination 
would  be  actionable  by  either  the  OFI  or 
the  EEOC.  The  EEOC  and  OFI  share  the 
common  goal  of  assuring  against 
discriminatory  employment  policies  and 
practices  during  the  pre-construction, 
construction  and  the  initial  operation  of 
ANGTS.  In  pursuit  of  this  common  goal, 
and  to  promote  efficiency  and  to 
eliminate  potential  conflict,  competition, 
duplication,  and  inconsistency  the 
EEOC  and  OFI  hereby  agree  as  follows: 

A.  Filing  Discrimination  Complaints 

A  complaint  received  by  either  agency 
alleging  violations  actionable  under 
both  Section  17  and  Title  VQ  shall  be 
deemed  a  charge  filed  with  both.  For  the 
purpose  of  determining  the  timeliness  of 
the  charge  (under  any  statute  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  EEOC)  which  is  first 
received  by  the  OFI,  the  date  that  the 
matter  was  received  by  the  OFI  shall  be 
deemed  the  date  it  was  received  by 
EEOC. 

B.  Processing  Discrimination 
Complaints 

If  a  charge  is  filed  with  either  the 
EEOC  or  the  OFI  alleging  discrimination 
in  employment  by  an  ANGTS  related 
person,  the  EEOC  and  the  OFI  will 
proceed  as  follows: 

(1)  The  agency  receiving  the  complaint 
shall: 

(a)  date  stamp  the  complaint; 

(b)  notify  the  complainant  of  its 
receipt;  and 

(c)  notify  the  ANGTS  respondent(s) 
named  in  the  complaint  that  such  a 
complaint  has  been  received,  and,  in  the 
event  that  the  complaint  is  forwarded  by 
the  receiving  agency  to  the  other,  so 
notify  both  the  complainant  and  the 
ANGTS  respondent.  In  every  instance, 
the  OFI  and  the  EEOC  will  inform  each 
other  of  ANGTS  complaints  initially 
received.* 


‘The  procedures  outlined  above  do  not  apply  to 
EPA  complaints  or  ADEA  complaints  or  charges. 


(2)  If  the  EEOC  receives  a 
discrimination  complaint  which  does  not 
fall  within  the  jurisdiction  of  either  the 
EEOC  or  a  State  or  local  agency  to 
which  the  EEOC  must  defer  pursuant  to 
Section  706  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of 
1964,  the  EEOC  shall  forward  the 
complaint  to  the  OFI.  The- OFI  shall 
process  such  complaints  in  accordance 
with  its  own  rules,  policies  and 
procedures.  Upon  request,  the  EEOC 
shall  provide  technical  advice  and 
guidance  to  the  OFI  in  its  investigation 
of  such  complaint. 

(3)  If  the  OFI  receives  an  employment 
discrimination  complaint  which  does  not 
fall  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  OFI  as 
prescribed  by  ANGTS,  the  President's 
Decision,  and  Reorganization  Plan  No.  1 
of  1979,  the  OFI  shall  forward  it  to  the 
EEOC.  The  EEOC  shall  process  such 
complaints  according  to  its  normal 
procedures,  which  may  include  referral 
to  an  appropriate  State  or  local  agency. 
An  example  of  a  complaint 
contemplated  by  this  subsection  is  one 
which  alleges  a  violation  of  the  Age 
Discrimination  in  Employment  Act. 

(4)  If  the  EEOC  or  the  OFI  receives  a 
discrimination  complaint,  other  than  a 
charge  filed  by  an  EEOC  Commissioner, 
which  falls  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
both  the  EEOC  and  the  OFI,  the 
complaint  shall  be  processed  by  the 
EEOC  or  the  Section  706  agency 
according  to  its  normal  procedures, 
except  as  provided  below  in  Section  C. 

(5)  If  a  charge  filed  by  an  EEOC 
Commissioner  falls  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  both  the  EEOC  and  the 
OFI,  it  will  be  processed  by  EEOC  in 
accordance  with  EEOC  procedures 
applicable  to  Commissioner  charges, 
except  as  follows: 

(a)  The  EEOC  will  forward  a  copy  of 
the  charge  to  the  OFI,  and  will  notify  the 
OFI  of  any  reasonable  cause 
determination,  conciliation  agreement, 
or  contemplated  enforcement  action 
relating  to  the  charge. 

(b)  Upon  agreement  of  the  EEOC  and 
the  OFI,  the  OFI  will  utilize  its  authority 
to  assist  the  EEOC  in  the  investigation, 
conciliation,  and/or  enforcement  of  the 
Commissioner  charge. 


Potentially  aggrieved  individuals  will  be  counseled 
that  they  have  the  option  of  filing  confidential  EPA 
and  ADEA  complaints,  whereby  the  respondent  is 
not  notified  that  a  complaint  has  been  received.  The 
individual  also  has  a  right  to  file  an  ADEA  charge 
which  is  a  written  statement  which  identifies  the 
respondent  and  generally  describes  the  unlawful 
practices.  Filing  an  ADEA  charge  assures  the 
individual's  right  to  file  a  private  suit.  EEOC  or  an 
appropriate  Section  706  agency  will  notify  the 
respondent  of  receipt  of  an  ADEA  charge. 
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fl)  The  EEOC  will  notify  the  OFI  by 
letter  of  all  reasonable  cause 
determinations  on  discrimination 
charges  involving  an  ANGTS 
respondent  and,  upon  specific  request, 
will  provide  the  OFI  with  any  additional 
information  regarding  the  determination. 
However,  nothing  herein  is  intended  to 
prevent  an  ANGTS  respondent  from 
entering  into  a  conciliation  agreement 
with  EEOC,  if  the  ANGTS  respondent  so 
desires. 

(2)  When  the  EEOC  determines  that 
an  ANGTS  respondent  is  in  violation  of 
employment  discrimination  laws,  but 
appears  unable  to  resolve  the  matter  by 
conciliation,  it  shall  so  notify  the  OFI.  In 
those  cases  processed  under  Section 
B{4)  of  the  Memorandum  of 
Understanding,  the  OFI  may  then 
attempt  to  resolve  the  matter  by 
conciliation.  EEOC  shall  allow  the  OFI 
thirty  (30)  days  to  attempt  such 
conciliation.  If  the  OFI’s  conciliation 
efforts  resolve  the  matter  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  OFI  and  the  EEOC, 
the  terms  of  the  agreement  shall  be 
reduced  to  writing  and  signed  by  the 
designated  representatives  of  both 
agencies. 

(3)  If  the  OFI  and  the  EEOC's  efforts 
are  unable  to  resolve  the  matter,  the 
EEOC  shall  take  appropriate  action 
according  to  its  normal  procedures. 

(4)  For  those  cases  of  employment 
discrimination  acted  upon  by  EEOC 
under  Subsection  C(3)  the  OFI  shall 
consult  with  the  EEOC  before  taking 
further  actions  as  deemed  appropriate 
by  the  OFI  pursuant  to  the  OFTs 
enforcement  authorities  (Section  11  of 
the  ANGTS  and  Section  102(h)(1)  of  the 
Reorganization  Plan). 

III.  Liaison  and  Monitoring 

To  provide  for  complete  exchange  of 
information,  so  that  both  agencies  will 
be  utilized  to  the  maximum 
effectiveness  in  the  public  interest,' each 
agency  will  designate  a  liaison  officer  to 
serve  as  the  primary  contact.  These 
liaison  officers  will  be  responsible  for 
informing  each  other  of  proposed 
proceedings  and  of  developments  in 
areas  of  joint  concern.  Additionally,  the 
parties  shall  review  implementation  of 
this  agreement  to  assure  proper 
effectuation.  Meetings  between 
appropriate  senior  officials  of  both 
agencies  (to  exchange  views  on  matters 
of  common  interest  and  responsibility) 
shall  be  held  from  time  to  time,  as 
determined  by  such  laision  officers  to  be 
necessary. 

Designated  liaison  officers: 


(a)  Equal  Employment  Opportunity 
Commission — The  Executive  Director  or 
his  designee. 

(b)  The  Office  of  the  Federal 
Inspector — The  EEO/MBE  Director  or 
his  designee. 

IV.  Amendment  and  Termination 

This  agreement,  when  signed  by  both 
parties,  shall  continue  in  effect.  It  may 
be  modified  by  or  expanded  with  the 
mutual  consent  of  both  parties,  or  it  may 
be  terminated  by  either  party  upon 
thirty  (30)  days’  advance  written  notice. 
As  provided  in  Section  203(a)  of  the 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1979, 
however,  this  agreement  shall  not 
exceed  the  first  anniversary  of  the  date 
of  the  initial  operation  of  ANGTS  or  the 
abolishment  of  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Inspector  on  that  date.  All  cases  filed 
with,  and  in  the  processing, 
investigation  or  resolution  stages  with 
EEOC  will  continue  to  be  the 
responsibility  of  the  EEOC. 

Approved  and  accepted  for  the  Equal 
Employment  Opportunity  Commission. 

).  Clay  Smith,  Jr., 

Acting  Chairman.  Equal  Employment 
Opportunity  Commission. 

Approved  and  accepted  for  the  Office 
of  the  Federal  Inspector  for  the  Alaska 
Natural  Gas  Transportation  System. 

John  T.  Rhett,  Jr., 

Federal  Inspector.  Alaska  Natural  Gas 
Transportation  System. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C,  this  22nd  day  of 
May,  1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16069  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6820-AW-M 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Study  Group  A  of  the  U.S.  Organization 
for  the  International  Telegraph  and 
Telephone  Consultative  Committee 
(CCITT);  Address  Change  of  Public 
Meeting 

May  21, 1981. 

In  the  April  15, 1981  FCC  Public 
Notice  of  the  meeting  of  Study  Group  A 
of  the  U.S.  CCITT  National  Committee 
(46  FR  23531),  it  was  stated  that  the  next 
meeting  of  this  Study  Group  would  be 
held  on  May  28, 1981,  at  the  offices  of 
the  FCC. 

This  notice  is  to  advise  that  the 
meeting  will  take  place  as  scheduled, 
but  in  Room  856,  at  1919  M  Street,  NW., 
at  the  original  time  of  10:00  a.m.  on  May 
28. 

As  indicated,  members  of  the  general 
public  may  attend  the  meeting  and  join 
in  the  discussion  subject  to  instructions 
of  the  Chairman. 


1981  /  Notices 


Requests  for  further  information 
should  be  directed  to  Earl  S.  Barbely, 
Federal  Communications  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.,  telephone  number 
(202)  632-3214. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 
William  J.  Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16222  Filed  5-28-81:  B:45  um| 

BILLING  CODE  6712-02-M 


FEDERAL  ELECTION  COMMISSION 

[Notice  1981-7) 

Filing  Dates  for  Pennsylvania  Special 
Election 

AGENCY:  Federal  Election  Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  filing  dates  for 
Pennsylvania  special  election. 

SUMMARY:  Committees  required  to  file 
reports  in  connection  with  the  special 
election  to  be  held  in  the  3rd 
Congressional  District  of  Pennsylvania 
on  July  21, 1981  must  file  the  12-day  pre¬ 
election  report  by  July  9, 1981  and  the 
30-day  post-election  report  by  August 
20, 1981. 

The  semi-annual  report  is  waived  for 
committees  involved  in  the  special 
election. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ms.  Judith  Corley,  Public  Information 
Office,  1325  K  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20463,  Tel.  (202)  523-^068,  Toll-free: 
(800)  424-9530. 

Notice  of  Filing  Dates  for  Special 
General  Election,  3rd  Congressional 
District,  Pennsylvania 

All  principal  campaign  committees  of 
candidates  in  the  special  election  and 
all  other  political  committees  not  filing 
monthly  that  support  candidates  in  this 
special  election  shall  file  a  12-day  pre¬ 
election  report  due  on  July  9, 1981,  with 
coverage  dates  from  date  of  candidacy, 
or  last  report,  through  July  1, 1981  and  a 
30-day  post-election  report  due  on 
August  20, 1981,  with  coverage  dates 
from  July  2, 1981  through  August  10, 
1981. 

The  semi-annual  report  is  waived  for 
committees  involved  in  the  special 
election. 

Dated:  May  22, 1981. 

John  Warren  McGarry, 

Chairman,  Federal  Election  Commission. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16062  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am| 
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FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[Agreement  No.  10419) 

Agreement  Between  Frederick 
Richards,  Inc.  and  Frederick  Richards 
of  Georgia,  Inc.;  Availability  of  Finding 
of  No  Significant  Impact 

Upon  completion  of  an  environmental 
assessment,  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission's  Office  of  Energy  and 
Environmental  Impact  has  determined 
that  the  Commission’s  decision  on 
Agreement  No.  10419  will  not  constitute 
a  major  Federal  action  significantly 
affecting  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  within  the  meaning  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  42  U.S.C.  4321  et  seq.,  and  that 
preparation  of  an  environmental  impact 
statement  is  not  required.  The 
agreement,  between  Frederick  Richards, 
Inc.,  and  Frederick  Richards  of  Georgia, 
Inc.,  is  for  the  purpose  of  allowing  a 
marketing  manager  presently  employed 
by  Frederick  Richards  of  Georgia  to 
solicit  cargo  and  clients  for  Frederick 
Richards,  Inc. 

This  Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact 
(FONSI)  will  become  final  within  20 
days  unless  a  petition  for  review  is  filed 
pursuant  to  46  CFR  547.6(b). 

The  FONSI  and  related  environmental 
assessment  are  available  for  inspection 
on  request  from  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Room  11101,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20573,  telephone  (202)  523-5725. 

Francis  C.  Humey,  . 

Secretary. 

|KR  Doc.  81-15989  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6730-01-*! 

[Agreement  No.  10107-10] 

Application  for  Approval  of  Intermodal 
Authority;  Availability  of  Finding  of  No 
Significant  Impact 

Upon  completion  of  an  environmental 
assessment,  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission's  Office  of  Energy  and 
Environmental  Impact  has  determined 
that  the  Commission’s  decision  on 
Agreement  No.  10107-10  will  not 
constitute  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  within  the  meaning 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969,  42  U.S.C.  4321  et  seq.,  and 
that  preparation  of  an  environmental 
impact  statement  is  not  required.  The 
agreement  is  a  rate-making  agreement 
covering  the  all-water  trades  from  Hong 
Kong,  Taiwan  and  Macao  to  Pacific 
Coast  ports  of  the  United  States. 
Members  of  the  agreement  desire  to 
enlarge  its  scope  to  include  intermodal 
authority. 


This  Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact 
(FONSI)  will  become  final  within  10 
days  unless  a  petition  for  review  is  filed 
pursuant  to  46  C.F.R.  547.6(b). 

The  FONSI  and  related  environmental 
assessment  are  available  for  inspection 
on  request  from  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Room  11101,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20573,  telephone  (202)  523-5725. 

Francis  C.  Humey, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16002  Filed  5-28-81;  B:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6730-01-M 


[Docket  No.  81-34] 

California  Freight  Specialists,  West 
Coast/Puerto  Rico  Tariff  FMC-F  No.  2; 
Order  To  Show  Cause 

The  domestic  offshore  tariff  files  of 
the  Federal  Maritime  Commission 
contain  Tariff  FMC-F  No.  2,  which  was 
filed  with  this  Commission  by  California 
Freight  Specialists  (CFS),  a  nonvessel 
operating  common  carrier,  on  March  3, 
1980,  and  became  effective  April  2, 1980. 
This  publication  holds  out  service  for 
commodities  from  Los  Angeles, 
California  to  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico. 

The  underlying  carriers  proposed  to 
be  utilized  by  CFS  are  the  Puerto  Rico 
Maritime  Shipping  Authority,  Sea-Land 
Service,  Inc.,  and  Trailer  Marine 
Transport  Corporation,  all  of  which  offer 
only  intermodal  rail/water  and  truck/ 
water  service  from  the  West  Coast  to 
Puerto  Rico.  Such  intermodal  service 
from  the  mainland  United  States  to 
Puerto  Rico  is  within  the  exclusive 
jurisdiction  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission.  Trailer  Marine  Transport 
Corporation  v.  FMC,  602  F.  2d  379  (D.C. 
Cir.  1979);  Puerto  Rico  Maritime 
Shipping  Authority  v.  ICC,  D.C.  Cir.  No. 
79-2228  March  27, 1981.  The  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  therefore,  does 
not  have  jurisdiction  over  nonvessel 
operating  common  carriers,  such  as  CFS, 
participating  in  this  form  of  through 
intermodal  movement.  There  presently 
is  no  all-water,  FMC-regulated  service 
from  the  West  Coast  to  Puerto  Rico. 
Should  a  carrier  institute  such  a  service 
in  the  future,  CFS  could  utilize  that 
carrier  and  file  an  appropriate  tariff 
with  the  FMC;  however,  at  this  time, 
CFS's  tariff  is  "inactive"  with  respect  to 
all-water  service.  See  Publication  of 
Inactive  Tariffs  by  Carriers  in  Foreign 
Commerce,  20  F.M.C.  433  (1978). 

Since  August  12, 1980,  correspondence 
and  phone  advice  have  been  directed  to 
CFS  explaining  the  apparent  lack  of 
Federal  Maritime  Commission 
jurisdiction  and  advising  that  CFS's 
Tariff  FMC-F  No.  2  appears  to  reflect 


inaccurate  information  to  the  shipping 
public  and  serves  no  useful  purpose  in 
the  Commission's  files.  However,  the 
numerous  attempts  by  the  Commission's 
staff  to  obtain  voluntary  cancellation  by 
CFS  of  its  tariff  have  proven 
unsuccessful.  It  is,  therefore,  necessary 
to  institute  formal  proceedings  and 
require  CFS  to  show  cause  why  its  tariff 
should  not  be  cancelled. 

Now,  therefore,  it  is  ordered,  That 
pursuant  to  sections  18(a)  and  22  of  the 
Shipping  Act,  1916,  and  section  2  of  the 
Intercoastal  Shipping  Act,  1933, 
California  Freight  Specialists  be  named 
respondent  in  this  proceeding,  and  be 
ordered  to  show  cause  why  its  Tarriff 
FMC-F  No.  2  indicating  rates  for  the 
common  carriage  of  commodities  from 
Los  Angeles,  California  to  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico,  should  not  be  cancelled; 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  in 
accordance  with  Rule  42  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (46  CFR  502.42),  the  Bureau  of 
Investigation  and  Enforcement  shall  be 
a  party  to  this  proceeding; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this 
proceeding  shall  be  limited  to  the 
submission  of  affidavits  of  fact  and 
memoranda  of  law  and  replies  thereto 
pursuant  to  the  following  schedule: 

By  the  close  of  business  June  26, 1981 
affidavits  of  fact  and  memoranda  of  law 
shall  be  filed  by  respondent  and  served 
upon  all  parties. 

By  the  close  of  business  July  24, 1981 
reply  affidavits  and  memoranda  shall  be 
Bled  by  the  Commission's  Bureau  of 
Investigation  &  Enforcement  and  served 
upon  all  parties. 

By  the  close  of  business  July  31, 1981 
all  parties  must  Ble  requests  for 
evidentiary  hearing  and/or  discovery,  if 
desired,  which  requests  must  be 
accompanied  by  a  statement  setting 
forth  in  detail  the  facts  to  be  proven  or 
developed,  their  relevance  to  the  issues 
in  this  proceeding  and  why  such  proof 
cannot  be  submitted  through  further 
affidavit. 

Oral  argument  will  be  scheduled  at  a 
later  date  if  requested  and/or  deemed 
necessary  by  the  Commission; 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  a  notice  of 
this  Order  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  that  a  copy  thereof  be 
served  upon  respondent; 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  persons 
other  than  those  already  parties  to  this 
proceeding  who  desire  to  become 
parties  to  this  proceeding  and  to 
participate  therein  shall  Ble  a  petition  to 
intervene  pursuant  to  Rule  72  of  the 
Commission’s  Rule  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (46  CFR  502.72)  no  later  than 
close  of  business  on  June  1, 1981. 
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It  is  further  ordered,  That  persons 
permitted  to  intervene  in  support  of 
Respondent’s  position  shall  conform  to 
the  filing  schedule  assigned  to  California 
Freight  Specialists;  and,  that  persons 
permitted  to  intervene  in  opposition  to 
Respondent’s  position  shall  conform  to 
the  filing  schedule  assigned  to  the 
Commission’s  Bureau  of  Investigation 
and  Enforcement. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  all 
documents  submitted  by  any  party  of 
record  in  this  proceedings  shall  be 
directed  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20573,  in  an  original  and  fifteen  copies 
as  well  as  being  mailed  directly  to  all 
parties  of  record. 

By  the  Commission. 

)oseph  C.  Polking, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16010  Filed  5-28-81: 8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6730-01-M 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Eldorado  Bancorp;  Formation  of  Bank 
Holding  Company 

Eldorado  Bancorp,  Tustin,  California, 
has  applied  for  the  Board’s  approval 
under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  100  per  cent  of 
the  voting  shares  of  Eldorado  Bar  k, 
Tustin,  California.  The  factors  thi_t  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  San 
Francisco.  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  writing  to  the  Reserve 
Bank,  to  be  received  not  later  than  June 
20, 1981.  Any  comment  on  an 
application  that  requests  a  hearing  must 
include  a  statement  of  why  a  written 
presentation  would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of 
a  hearing,  identifying  specifically  any 
questions  of  fact  that  are  in  dispute  and 
summarizing  the  evidence  that  would  be 
presented  at  a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  May  20, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-18092  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


United  Michigan  Corporation; 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

United  Michigan  Corporation,  Flint, 
Michigan,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  being  the  successor  by 
merger  to  a  Delware  bank  holding 
company,  United  Michigan  Corporation, 
and  thus  acquiring  Genesee  Merchants 
Bank  &  Trust  Co.,  Flint,  Michigan,  and 
The  Peoples  State  Bank  of  Caro,  Caro, 
Michigan,  and  Community  State  Bank  of 
Fowlerville,  Fowlerville,  Michigan.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

United  Michigan  Corporation,  Flint, 
Michigan,  has  also  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
§  225.4(b)(2)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  2254.4(2)),  for  permission  to 
acquire  voting  shares  of  United 
Michigan  Mortgage  Corporation,  Flint, 
Michigan. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
subsidiary  would  engage  in  the 
activities  of  originating  and  servicing  all 
types  of  mortgages.  These  activities 
would  be  performed  from  offices  of 
Applicant’s  subsidiary  in  Flint, 

Michigan,  and  the  geographic  areas  to 
be  served  are  Flint,  Michigan  and  the 
vicinity.  Such  activities  have  been 
specified  by  the  Board  in  §  225.4(a)  of 
Regulation  Y  as  permissible  for  bank 
holding  companies,  subject  to  Board 
approval  of  individual  proposals  in 
accordance  with  the  procedures  of 
§  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  pubic,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interests, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.”  Any 
request  for  a  hearing  on  this  question 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 


The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and 
received  by  the  Reserve  Bank  not  later 
than  June  20. 1981. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  May  21, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  16093  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 

Regulatory  Reports  Review; 
Information  Requests  Issued  Under 
Generic  Clearance  R0072  by  the 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 

The  following  information  requests 
used  to  collect  information  from 
operating  licensees,  permit  holders,  and 
applicants  for  license  were  issued  by  the 
NRC  under  a  special  generic  clearance 
B-180225  (R0072)  during  the  period 
November  26, 1980,  through  March  31, 
1981.  This  generic  clearance  was 
granted  by  GAO  to  permit  NRC  to  make 
information  collections  without 
additional  clearance  in  instances  where 
a  health  or  safety  incident  at  one 
licensee's  plant  indicated  an  immediate 
potential  for  occurrence  at  other 
licensees’  plants  having  the  same  type 
system  or  equipment. 

The  purpose  of  publishing  this  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register  is  to  inform  the 
public  of  the  uses  made  of  this  generic 
clearance  from  the  last  issuance  by 
GAO  on  November  26, 1980,  to  the  time 
GAO’s  clearance  activities  were 
transferred  to  OMB  by  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act  of  1980  on  April  1, 1981. 
This  notice  is  intended  only  to  show  the 
instances  in  which  NRC  cited  the 
generic  clearance  as  authority  for 
information  collections.  It  is  not 
intended  to  imply  either  concurrence  or 
nonconcurrence  with  the  conditions  of 
the  generic  clearance  agreement.  One 
case  of  nonconcurrence  was  the  subject 
of  a  Federal  Register  notice.  (See  46  FR 
24299.) 

The  following  table  identifies  the 
individual  information  requests  and 
respondent  burden  data  for  each  use  of 
the  generic  clearance  made  by  NRC 
during  the  period  November  26, 1980, 
through  March  31, 1981. 
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Information  Requests  Issued  Under  Generic  Clearance  R0072 

[During  the  period  Nov.  26,  1980,  through  Mar.  31.  1981} 

Title  Number  Type  of  respondent 


Dec.  18,  1980 .  Operating  Problems  with  Target  Rock  Safety  Relief  Valves  at  l&E  80-25 .  Operating  Licensees . 

BRW’s. 

Generic  Letters 

Dec.  22,  1980 .  Control  of  Heavy  Loads .  NA .  Operating  Licensees.  Applicants,  and 

Permit  Holders. 

Feb.  16,  1981 .  Implementation  of  NUREG-0313,  Rev  1.  "Technical  Report  81-03 .  Applicant  for  License  and  Permit  Holders 

on  Material  Selection  and  Processing  Guidelines  for  BWR  for  BWR's. 

Coolant  Pressure  Boundary  Piping”. 

Feb.  25,  1981 .  Emergency  Procedures  and  Training  for  Station  Blackout  81-04 .  Operating  Licensees  and  Applicants . 

Events. 

Feb.  18,  1981 .  Post  TMI  Requirements  for  the  Emergency  Operations  Facility ..  81-10 .  Operating  Licensees  and  Permit  Holders . 

Feb.  10,  1981 .  Seismic  Qualification  of  Auxiliary  Feedwater  Systems .  81-14 .  Operating  PWR  Licensees . 


Number  of 
respondents 

Average 
staff  hour 
burden 

Total  staff 
hour  burden 

71 

19 

1.350 

98 

16 

1,560 

26 

102 

2.652 

31 

40 

1,240 

46 

40 

1,840 

43 

320 

13.760 

Norman  F.  Heyl, 

Regulatory  Reports,  Review  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  81-15944  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  1610-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental 
Health  Administration 

Interagency  Committee  on  Federal 
Activities  for  Alcohol  Abuse  and 
Alcoholism;  Federal  Employee 
Alcoholism  Programs  Work  Group; 
Notice  of  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  section  10(a)(2)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  Appendix  I),  announcement  is 
made  of  the  following  national  advisory 
body  scheduled  to  assemble  during  the 
month  of  June  1981. 

The  Federal  Employee  Alcoholism  Programs 
Work  Group  of  the  Interagency  Committee  on 
Federal  Activities  For  Alcohol  Abuse  and 
Alcoholism 

June  9;  1:00-4:00  p.m.  Open 
Conference  Room  4131,  North  Building, 
Department  of  Health  and  Human  Services, 
330  Independence  Avenue,  SW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20201 
Contact:  Ms.  Lisa  Teems,  Room  509-F,  Hubert 
H.  Humphrey  Building,  200  Independence 
Avenue,  SW„  Washington,  D.C.  20201  202- 
245-7153 

Purpose:  The  Federal  Employee  Alcoholism 
Programs  (FEAP)  Work  Group:  (1)  evaluates 
the  adequacy  and  technical  soundness  of  all 
internal  programs  dealing  with  employee 
alcoholism  within  all  Federal  military  and 
civilian  organizations  of  1,000  employees  or 
more;  (2)  provides  for  the  communication  and 
exchange  of  information  necessary  to 
maintain  the  coordination  and  effectiveness 
of  such  programs  and  activities;  (3)  seeks  to 
coordinate  efforts  among  Federal  agencies  for 
internal  employee  alcoholism  programs;  and 
(4)  submits  reports  and  recommendations  to 
the  Interagency  Committee  as  necessary  in 
order  to  perform  the  above  functions. 

Agenda;  The  meeting  will  consist  of  a 
discussion  on  future  activities  for  the  FEAP 


Work  Group  and  possible  appointment  of  a 
subcommittee  to  address  this  issue,  a  study 
of  consortia  and  standards  for  their 
development,  a  report  on  regional  FEAP 
activities,  and  reports  by  Federal  agencies. 

The  Notice  was  delayed  because  of  late 
plans  to  convene  the  Work  Group  prior  to  a 
meeting  of  the  Interagency  Committee  on 
June  23, 1981. 

Substantive  program  information  may 
be  obtained  from  the  contact  person 
listed  above.  Summary  of  the  meeting 
and  roster  of  Committee  members  may 
be  obtained  from  Mrs.  Helen  Garrett, 
Committee  Management  Officer,  Room 
16C-21,  Parklawn  Building,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  Maryland  20857  301- 
443-2860. 

Dated:  May  26, 1981. 

Elizabeth  A.  Connolly, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  Alcohol, 
Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental  Health 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  81-16084  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4110-88 


Alcohol  Human  Resource 
Development  Review  Committee  et  al.; 
Notice  of  Meetings 

In  accordance  with  section  10(a)(2)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  Appendix  I),  announcement  is 
made  of  the  following  national  advisory 
bodies  scheduled  to  assemble  during  the 
month  of  June  1981. 

Alcohol  Human  Resource  Development 
Review  Committee 
June  4-5;  6:30  p.m. 

Bethesda  Marriott  Hotel,  The  Gaithersburg 
Room,  5151  Pooks  Hill  Road,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20014 
Open — June  4;  6:30-10:00  p.m. 

Closed — June  5;  9:00  a.m. — Adjournment 
Contact:  Ms.  Doris  L.  Banks,  Room  14C-17, 
Parklawn  Building,  5600  Fishers  Lane. 
Rockville,  Maryland  20857  301-443-4640 


Purpose:  The  Committee  is  charged  with 
the  initial  review  of  grant  applications  for 
Federal  assistance  in  the  program  areas 
administered  by  the  National  Institute  on 
Alcohol  Abuse  and  Alcoholism,  relating  to 
manpower  and  training  activities  and  makes 
recommendations  to  the  National  Advisory 
Council  on  Alcohol  Abuse  and  Alcoholism 
for  final  review. 

Agenda:  From  6:30-10:00  p.m.,  June  4,  the 
meeting  will  be  open  for  discussion  of 
administrative  announcements,  and  program 
developments.  Otherwise,  the  Committee  will 
be  performing  initial  review  of  grant 
applications  for  Federal  assistance  and  will 
not  be  open  to  the  public  in  accordance  with 
the  determination  by  the  Acting 
Administrator,  Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and 
Mental  Health  Administration,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  Section  552b(c)(6),  Title  5 
U.S.  Code  and  Section  10(d)  of  Public  Law 
92-463  (5  U.S.C.  Appendix  I). 

Community  Alcoholism  Services  Review 
Committee 

June  17-22;  7:00  p.m. 

Key  Bridge  Marriott  Hotel,  1401  Lee  Highway. 

P.O.  Box  9191,  Arlington,  Virginia  22209 
Open — June  17;  7:00-9:30  p.m. 

Closed — Otherwise 

Contact:  Mr.  Phillip  Dawes,  Room  16C-26, 

Parklawn  Building,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 

Rockville,  Maryland  20857  301-443-2473 

Purpose:  The  Committee  is  charged  with 
the  initial  review  of  grant  applications  for 
Federal  assistance  in  the  program  areas 
administered  by  the  National  Institute  on 
Alcohol  Abuse  and  Alcoholism,  relating  to 
alcoholism  service  activities  and  makes 
recommendations  to  the  National  Advisory 
Council  on  Alcohol  Abuse  and  Alcoholism 
for  final  review. 

Agenda:  From  7:00-9:30  p.m.,  June  17,  the 
meeting  will  be  open  for  reports  and 
discussion  of  administrative  and  program 
developments.  Otherwise,  the  Committee  will 
be  performing  initial  review  of  grant 
applications  for  Federal  assistance  and  will 
not  be  open  to  the  public  in  accordance  with 
the  determination  by  the  Acting 
Administrator.  Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and 
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Mental  Health  Administration,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  Section  552b(c)(6),  Title  5 
U.S.  Code  and  Section  10(d)  of  Public  Law 
92-463  (5  U.S.C.  Appendix  1). 

The  Secretary  of  Health  and  Human 
Services  recently  approved  a  charter  for 
the  Alcohol  Human  Resource 
Development  Review  Committee  and 
the  Community  Alcoholism  Services 
Review'  Committee.  The  notification  of 
the  scheduled  meetings  had  to  be 
delayed  until  authority  for  the 
Committees’  continuation  was  given. 

Substantive  program  information  may 
be  obtained  from  the  contact  persons 
listed  above.  Summaries  of  the  meetings 
and  rosters  of  Committee  members  may 
be  obtained  from  Mrs.  Helen  Garrett, 
Committee  Management  Officer,  Room 
16C-21,  Parklawn  Building,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  Maryland  20857  301- 
443-2860. 

Dated:  May  26, 1981. 

Elizabeth  A.  Connolly, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  Alcohol, 
Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental  Health 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  01-16083  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4110-88-M 


Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[Docket  No.  80P-0234/P] 

Hearing  on  Petition  of  the  Health 
Research  Group  To  Withdraw 
Premarket  Approval  for  Gonorrhea 
Test  Kits  (GAT’S) 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice  of  Hearing. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  announces  that  a 
public  hearing  will  be  held  on  the 
petition  of  the  Health  Research  Group 
requesting  FDA  to  withdraw  premarket 
approval  of  gonorrhea  antibody  test  kits 
(GAT’s).  In  preparing  a  final  response  to 
the  petition,  FDA  will  consider  the 
administrative  record  of  the  hearing 
along  with  all  comments  and  other 
information  received. 

DATES:  The  time,  date,  and  place  of  the 
hearing  will  be  announced  in  the 
Federal  Register  in  the  near  future. 
Written  notices  of  participation  must  be 
filed  by  June  29, 1981;  Applications  for 
reimbursement  by  June  23, 1981. 
ADDRESS:  Written  notices  of 
participation  or  applications  for 
reimbursement  should  be  sent  to  the 
Dockets  Management  Branch  (formerly 
the  Hearing  Clerk’s  office)  (HFA-305), 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4- 
J2,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD 
20857. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 

Tenny  Neprud,  Office  of  Regulatory 


Affairs  (HFC-10),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  MD  20857,  301-443-3480. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  FDA 

announced  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
June  13, 1980  (45  FR  40234  and  40235), 
the  approval  of  three  gonorrhea 
antibody  test  kits  (GAT’s).  FDA  also 
announced  that  summaries  of  safety  and 
effectiveness  data  relating  to  the 
approved  devices  were  available  to  the 
public  under  the  authority  of  section 
520(h)  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (the  act)  (21  U.S.C. 

360j(h)).  Further,  FDA  announced  an 
opportunity  for  interested  persons  to 
seek  review  of  the  approval  orders  in 
accordance  with  section  515(d)  of  the 
act  (21  U.S.C.  360e(d)).  Prior  to  this 
action,  on  July  18, 1979,  FDA  approved 
the  three  devices  by  orders  delivered  to 
Fisher  Scientific  Co.,  Bioquest,  and 
Organon  Diagnostics,  the  manufacturers 
of  the  GAT’s. 

On  June  5, 1980,  the  Health  Research 
Group  petitioned  FDA  to  require  the 
agency  to  remove  the  products  from  the 
market  on  the  grounds  that  the  approval 
orders  were  illegally  issued,  that  the 
approval  orders  should  be  rescinded  if 
effective,  that  the  products  should  be 
seized  as  misbranded  and  adulterated, 
and  that  the  summaries  of  safety  and 
effectiveness  data  were  inadequate. 

The  petition  was  amended  on  July  13, 
1980,  to  include  a  request  for  a  hearing. 
The  petitioner  waived  its  right  to  a 
formal  evidentiary  hearing  under  section 
515(g)  of  the  act  and  Part  12  (21  CFR  Part 
12).  The  waiver  was  made  on  the 
condition  that  FDA  grant  an  informal 
public  hearing  before  either  the 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  under 
Part  15  (21  CFR  Part  15),  or  the 
Microbiology  Section  of  the  Immunology 
and  Microbiology  Devices  Panel  (an 
FDA  scientific  advisory  committee), 
expanded  to  include  recognized  experts 
who  have  not  previously  addressed  the 
issue. 

•  By  letter  of  May  22, 1981,  FDA,  in  part, 
denied  the  petition  and,  in  part,  reserved 
final  decision  on  the  petition.  For  the 
reasons  stated  in  the  May  22, 1981 
response,  FDA  accepted  petitioner’s 
waiver  of  its  right  to  the  formal  hearing 
under  section  515(g)  of  the  act  and  Part 
12  and  granted  petitioner  an  informal 
hearing  under  21  CFR  Part  15.  FDA 
believes  that  a  public  discussion  of 
whether  there  is  a  basis  for  FDA  to 
initiate  proceedings  to  withdraw 
approval  of  these  products  is  in  the 
public  interest.  Pending  the  outcome  of 
this  hearing,  FDA  is  reserving  decision 
on  the  petitioner’s  request  that  FDA 
initiate  proceedings  to  withdraw 


approval  of  the  GAT’s.  FDA  denied  all 
other  portions  of  the  petition.  The 
petition  and  the  May  22, 1981  response 
to  the  petition  are  on  file  in  the  Dockets 
Management  Branch  (address  above), 
and  may  be  seen  by  interested  persons 
between  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday. 

The  procedures  governing  the  hearing 
are  those  applicable  to  a  public  hearing 
before  the  Commissioner  under  Part  15. 
The  parties  to  the  hearing  will  be  the 
Health  Research  Group  and  the  Bureau 
of  Medical  Devices.  The  time,  date,  and 
place  of  the  hearing  and  the  designation 
of  the  presiding  officer  will  be 
announced  in  the  Federal  Register  in  the 
near  future.  The  hearing  will  be  confined 
to  scientific  and  factual  matters  related 
to  whether  FDA  should  initiate 
proceedings  under  section  515(e)  of  the 
act  to  withdraw  approval  of  the  devices. 
The  Health  Research  Group,  as 
petitioner,  will  have  the  burden  of 
coming  forward  with  evidence  sufficient 
to  require  FDA  to  initiate  such 
proceedings  and  the  burden  of 
persuasion  in  whether  sufficient 
evidence  has  been  presented. 

The  parties,  and  other  interested 
persons  who  wish  to  participate,  must 
file  a  notice  of  participation,  on  or 
before  June  29, 1981,  in  the  Dockets 
Management  Branch,  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Rm.  4-62,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857.  All  notices 
submitted  should  be  identified  with  the 
docket  number  found  in  brackets  in  the 
heading  of  this  notice  and  should 
contain  the  name,  address,  telephone 
number,  any  business  affiliation  of  the 
person  desiring  to  make  a  presentation, 
a  brief  summary  of  the  presentation,  and 
the  approximate  amount  of  time 
requested  for  the  presentation. 

Groups  having  similar  interests  are 
requested  to  consolidate  their  comments 
and  present  them  through  a  single 
representative.  FDA  may  require  joint 
presentations  by  persons  with  common 
interests.  After  reviewing  the  notices  of 
participation,  FDA  will  notify  each 
participant  of  the  schedule  and  time 
allotted  to  each  person. 

FDA  has  established  a  pilot  program 
for  financial  assistance  to  participants 
in  certain  agency  proceedings,  including 
hearings  under  Part  15.  This  program  is 
described  in  21  CFR  Part  10,  Subpart  C. 
Subject  to  the  availability  of  funds  and 
other  factors,  FDA  may  reimburse 
participants  meeting  the  criteria  set 
forth  in  these  regulations  for  certain 
costs  of  participating  in  this  proceeding. 
Applications  for  reimbursement  must  be 
filed  by  June  23, 1981  in  accordance  with 
§  10.210(a)  (21  CFR  10.210(a)).  For  more 
information  regarding  the 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  103  /  Friday,  May  29,  1981  /  Notices 


28947 


reimbursement  program,  contact 
Alexander  Grant,  Office  of  Consumer 
Affairs  (HFE-1),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  MD  20857,  301-443-5006. 

The  administrative  record  will  remain 
open  for  15  days  after  the  hearing  to 
allow  comment  on  matters  raised  at  the 
hearing. 

This  notice  is  issued  under  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  515, 
90  Stat.  552-559  (21  U.S.C.  360e))  and 
under  authority  delegated  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  (21 
CFR  5.1). 

Dated:  May  21, 1981. 

Mark  Novitch, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16080  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4110-03-M 


[Docket  No.  81N-0140] 

Safety  of  Certain  Food  Ingredients; 
Opportunity  for  Public  Hearing 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  announces  an 
opportunity  for  public  hearing  on  the 
safety  of  diferrous,  dipotassium  ferrous 
and  potassium  ferrocyanides,  sodium 
metasilicate,  and  sodium  zinc 
metasilicate  to  determine  whether  they 
are  generally  recognized  as  safe  (GRAS) 
or  subject  to  a  prior  sanction.  This 
action  accords  with  procedures  of  a 
comprehensive  safety  review  that  the 
agency  is  conducting.  Interested  persons 
are  invited  to  give  their  views  on  the 
safety  of  these  substances. 
date:  Requests  to  make  oral 
presentations  to  the  public  hearing  must 
be  postmarked  on  or  before  June  29, 
1981. 


ADDRESSES:  Written  requests  to  the 
Select  Committee  on  GRAS  Substances, 
Life  Sciences  Research  Office, 

Federation  of  American  Societies  for 
Experimental  Biology,  9650  Rockville 
Pike,  Bethesda,  MD  20014,  and  to  the 
Dockets  Management  Branch  (formerly 
the  Hearing  Clerk’s  office)  (HFA-305), 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4- 
62,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD 
20857. . 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Hortense  S.  Macon,  Bureau  of  Foods 
(HFF-335),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  200  C  St.  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20204,  202-426-8950. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  the 
Federal  Register  of  July  26, 1973  (38  FR 
20053),  FDA  issued  a  notice  advising  the 
public  that  an  opportunity  would  be 
provided  for  oral  presentation  of  data, 
information,  and  views  at  public 
hearings  to  be  conducted  by  the  Select 
Committee  on  GRAS  Substances  of  the 
Life  Sciences  Research  Office, 
Federation  of  American  Societies  for 
Experimental  Biology  (the  Select 
Committee)  about  the  safety  of 
ingredients  used  in  food  to  determine 
whether  they  are  GRAS  or  subject  to  a 
prior  sanction.  The  agency  now 
announes  that  the  Select  Committee  is 
prepared  to  conduct  a  public  hearing  on 
diferrous,  dipotassium  ferrous  and 
potassium  ferrocyanides,  sodium 
metasilicate,  and  sodium  zinc 
metasilicate  as  direct  and  indirect  food 
ingredients.  The  public  hearing  will 
provide  an  opportunity  for  interested 
persons  to  present  to  the  Select 
Committee  scientific  data,  information, 
and  views  on  the  safety  of  these 
substances. 

The  Select  Committee  has  reviewed 
all  the  available  data  and  information 
on  the  food  ingredients  listed  above  and 


has  reached  one  of  the  following  five 
tentative  conclusions  on  the  status  of 
each: 

1.  There  is  no  evidence  in  the 
available  information  that  demonstrates, 
or  suggests  reasonable  grounds  to 
suspect,  a  hazard  to  the  public  when  the 
substance  is  used  at  levels  that  are  now 
current  or  that  might  reasonably  be 
expected  in  the  future. 

2.  There  is  no  evidence  in  the 
available  information  that  demonstrates, 
or  suggests  reasonable  grounds  to 
suspect,  a  hazard  to  the  public  when  the 
substance  is  used  at  levels  that  are  now 
current  and  in  the  manner  now 
practiced.  However,  it  is  not  possible  to 
determine,  without  additional  data, 
whether  a  significant  increase  in 
consumption  would  constitute  a  dietary 
hazard.  (This  finding  does  not  apply  to 
the  substances  covered  by  this  notice.) 

3.  Although  no  evidence  in  the 
available  information  demonstrates  a 
hazard  to  the  public  when  the  substance 
is  used  at  levels  that  are  now  current 
and  in  the  manner  now  practiced, 
uncertainties  exist  requiring  that 
additional  studies  be  conducted.  (This 
finding  does  not  apply  to  the  substances 
covered  by  this  notice.) 

4.  The  evidence  is  insufficient  to 
determine  that  the  adverse  effects 
reported  are  not  deleterious  to  the 
public  health  when  the  substance  is 
used  at  levels  that  are  now  current  and 
in  the  manner  now  practiced.  (This 
finding  does  not  apply  to  the  substances 
covered  by  this  notice.) 

5.  The  information  available  is  not 
sufficient  to  make  a  tentative 
conclusion. 

The  Select  Committee  will  evaluate 
the  information  received  at  the  public 
hearing  and  use  it  in  reaching  its 
conclusion. 


The  following  table  lists  the  ingredients,  the  Select  Committee's  tentative  conclusions  (keyed  to  the  Five  types  of 
conclusions  listed  above),  and  the  available  information  on  which  the  Select  Committee  reached  its  conclusions: 


Substance 


Select  Order  no.,  price  code,  price 1 

committee - - 

conckision  Scientific  literature  review  Animal  study  report  Other  information 


Diferrous,  dipotassium  ferrous  1  PB  289-591;  A04;  $8.00 .  1  Committee  on  GRAS  List  Surrey — Phase  III.  The  1977  surrey  of 

and  potassium  ferrocyanides.  industry  on  the  use  of  food  additives.  (PB  113418;  E19;  $50.50) 

2.  Letter.  February  6,  1979,  P.  L.  Crantz,  Finer  Filter  Products. 
Newark.  CA.  to  F.  R.  Sens.  FASEB,  Bethesda.  MD 

3.  Letter.  June  1.  1959,  J.  L  Harvey,  FDA,  Washington.  DC.  to  D. 
E.  Avis,  U.S.  Treasury  Department  Washington.  DC. 

4.  Letter.  February  7.  1979.  R.  S.  Scon,  Scott  Laboratories.  Inc.. 
San  Rafael.  CA.  to  F.  R  Sens.  FASEB.  Bethesda.  MD 

5.  Subcommittee  on  Review  of  the  GRAS  List— Phase  II.  A 
comprehensive  survey  of  industry  on  the  use  of  food  chemicals 
generally  recognized  as  safe  (GRAS).  (PB  221-921  through  PB 
221-949  or  PB  221-920  for  the  set  E99;  $173.00  ) 

Sodium  metasilicate  and  sodium  5  PB  287-766;  AOS;  $6.50 .  Toxicology  report  L  4  H  56333  on  sodium  1  Letter,  July  29,  1968.  L  E.  Buckley.  FDA,  Washington.  DC.  to  H. 

zinc  metasilicate.  5  metasilicate  1961,  by  Philadelphia  Quartz  E.  Crotty.  Food.  Beverage.  6  Dairy  Products  Laboratory.  Sharon- 

Co  ville,  OH 

2.  Letter.  October  2.  1962.  F.  A  Cassidy.  FDA.  Washington.  DC  to 
W.  R.  Day.  Wyandotte  Chemical  Corp  .  Wyandotte.  Ml 
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Select  Ord< 

committee  - 

conclusion  Scientific  literature  review 


Order  no.,  price  code,  price1 


Animal  study  report 


Other  information 


3.  Technical  bulletins  on  anhydrous  sodium  metasiHcate  and  penta- 
hydrate  sodium  metasihcate  (1978),  Philadelphia  Quartz  Co.. 
Valley  Forge,  PA. 

4.  Memorandum.  September  2,  1975,  W.  M.  Schaefer,  FDA,  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC. 

5.  Evaluation  of  the  health  aspects  of  certain  silicates  as  food 
ingredients.  (SCOGS-61)  (PB  301-402;  AOS;  $6.50.) 

6.  Subcommittee  on  Review  of  the  GRAS  List— Phase  II.  A 
comprehensive  survey  of  industry  on  the  use  of  food  chemicals 
generally  recognized  as  safe  (GFIAS).  Table  1,  Part  A.  (PB  221- 
921,  A02;  $5.00.) 


1  Price  subject  to  change 

Reports  in  the  table  with  “PB” 
prefixes  may  be  obtained  from  the 
National  Technical  Information  Service, 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  5285  Port 
Royal  Rd.,  Springfield,  VA  22161. 

In  addition  to  the  information 
contained  in  the  documents  listed  in  the 
table  above,  the  Select  Committee 
supplemented  its  reviews,  where 
appropriate,  with  specific  information 
from  specialized  sources  as  announced 
in  a  previous  hearing  opportunity  notice 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
September  23, 1974  (39  FR  34218). 

The  Select  Committee’s  tentative 
reports  on  diferrous,  dipotassium  ferrous 
and  potassium  ferrocyanides,  sodium 
metasilicate  and  sodium  zinc 
metasilicate  are  available  for  review  at 
the  Dockets  Management  Branch  (HFA- 
305),  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
(address  above),  and  also  at  the  Public 
information  Office,  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Rm.  3807,  200  C  St.  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20204.  In  addition,  all 
reports  and  documents  used  by  the 
Select  Committee  to  review  the 
ingredients  are  available  for  review  at 
the  Dockets  Management  Branch. 

To  schedule  the  public  hearing,  the 
Select  Committee  must  be  informed  of 
the  number  of  persons  who  wish  to 
attend  and  the  time  required  to  give 
their  views.  Accordingly,  any  interested 
person  who  wishes  to  appear  at  the 
public  hearing  to  make  an  oral 
presentation  shall  inform  the  Select 
Committee  in  writing  addressed  to  the 
Select  Committee  on  GRAS  Substances, 
Life  Sciences  Research  Office, 
Federation  of  American  Societies  for 
Experimental  Biology,  9650  Rockville 
Pike,  Bethesda.  MD  20014.  A  copy  of 
each  request  shall  be  sent  to  the 
Dockets  Management  Branch,  Food  and 
Drug  Administration.  All  requests  will 
be  placed  on  public  display  in  the 
Dockets  Management  Branch.  Any  such 
request  must  be  received  by  or 
postmarked  on  or  before  June  29, 1981. 
Requests  shall  state  the  substances  on 
which  an  opportunity  to  present  oral 


views  is  requested  and  how  much  time 
is  being  requested  for  the  presentation. 

As  soon  as  possible  after  the  request 
deadline,  a  notice  announcing  the  date, 
time,  and  place  of  scheduled 
presentations  for  any  public  hearing  that 
has  been  requested  will  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

The  purpose  of  the  public  hearing  is  to 
receive  data,  information,  and  views  not 
previously  available  to  the  Select 
Committee  about  the  substances  listed 
above.  Information,  already  contained  in 
the  scientific  literature  reviews  and  in 
the  tentative  Select  Committee  reports 
shall  not  be  duplicated,  although  views 
on  the  interpretation  of  this  material 
may  be  presented. 

Depending  on  the  number  of  requests 
for  opportunity  to  make  oral 
presentations  it  receives,  the  Select 
Committee  may  reduce  the  time 
requested  for  any  presentation.  Because 
of  time  limitations,  individuals  and 
organizations  with  common  interests  are 
urged  to  consolidate  their  presentations. 
Any  interested  person,  in  lieu  of  an  oral 
presentation,  may  submit  written  views, 
which  shall  be  considered  by  the  Select 
Committee.  Three  copies  of  such  written 
views,  identified  with  the  docket 
number  found  in  brackets  in  the  heading 
of  this  notice  shall  be  addressed  to  the 
Select  Committee  at  the  address  noted 
above  and  must  be  postmarked  not  later 
than  10  days  before  the  scheduled  date 
of  the  hearing.  A  copy  of  any  written 
views  shall  be  sent  to  the  Dockets 
Management  Branch,  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  and  will  be  placed  on 
public  display  in  that  office. 

A  public  hearing  will  be  presided  over 
by  a  member  of  the  Select  Committee. 
Hearings  will  be  transcribed  by  a 
reporting  service.  A  transcript  of  each 
hearing  may  be  purchased  directly  from 
the  reporting  service  and  will  be  placed 
on  public  display  in  the  Dockets 
Management  Branch,  Food  and  Drug 
Administration. 


Dated:  May  22, 1981. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  A ffairs. 

(FR  Doc.  81-16009  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4110-03-M 


[Docket  No.  81P-0143] 

Tomato  Juice  Deviating  From  Identity 
Standard;  Temporary  Permit  for 
Market  Testing 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  announces  that  a 
temporary  permit  has  been  issued  to 
California  Canners  and  Growers  to 
market  test  tomato  juice  from 
concentrate  to  which  ascorbic  acid  is 
added  to  attain  a  vitamin  C  level  of  3.5 
milligrams  per  fluid  ounce.  The  purpose 
of  this  temporary  permit  is  to  permit  the 
applicant  to  measure  consumer 
acceptance  of  the  food. 

DATES:  This  permit  is  effective  for  15 
months,  beginning  on  the  date  the  food 
is  introduced  into  or  caused  to  be 
introduced  into  interstate  commerce,  but 
no  later  than  August  27, 1981.  The 
permit,  however,  may  terminate  sooner, 
depending  upon  the  final  action  on 
FDA’s  proposal  to  amend  the  standard 
of  identity  for  tomato  juice  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  May  9, 1978  (43 
FR  19864).  If  the  proposal  is  affirmed, 
the  permit  will  terminate  on  the 
effective  date  of  the  final  regulation.  If 
the  proposal  is  rejected,  the  permit  will 
expire  30  days  after  such  negative  ruling 
on  the  proposal. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

F.  Leo  Kauffman,  Bureau  of  Foods  (HFF- 
214),  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  200 
C  St.  SW..  Washington,  DC  20204,  202- 
245-1164. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 

accordance  with  §  130.17  (21  CFR 
130.17)  concerning  temporary  permits  to 
facilitate  market  testing  of  foods 
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deviating  from  the  requirements  of  the 
standards  of  identity  promulgated  under 
section  401  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C.  341),  notice 
is  given  that  a  temporary  permit  has 
been  issued  to  California  Canners  and 
Growers,  San  Francisco,  CA  94106.  The 
permit  covers  limited  interstate 
marketing  tests  of  tomato  juice  that 
deviates  from  the  standard  of  identity 
■  prescribed  for  tomato  juice  under 
§  156.145  (21  CFR  156.145).  The  product 
is  prepared  from  tomato  paste  that 
complies  with  the  requirements  of 
§  155.191(a)(1)  (21  CFR  155.191(a)(1)). 

The  test  product  is  equivalent  to  a 
single-strength  tomato  juice  normally 
found  in  the  marketplace.  The  finished 
produce  contains  not  less  than  5.5 
percent  tomato-soluble  solids.  In 
addition,  ascorbic  acid  is  added  to 
attain  a  level  of  3.5  milligrams  per  fluid 
ounce  of  vitamin  C  in  the  finished 
product.  The  permit  provides  for  the 
temporary  marketing  of  167,000  cases  of 
twelve  46-ounce  cans,  42,000  cases  of 
forty-eight  6-ounce  cans,  13,000  cases  of 
twenty-four  18-ounce  cans,  2,000  cases 
of  twenty-four  12-ounce  cans,  and  5,000 
cases  of  twelve  32-ounce  glass 
containers  per  month  in  all  States,  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico. 

The  test  product  is  to  be  packed  at 
California  Canners  and  Growers  Plant  4 
in  San  Jose,  CA,  and  Plant  6  in 
Thornton,  CA;  Juice-Bowl  Products,  Inc., 
Lakeland,  FL;  Hanover  Brands,  Hanover, 
PA,  and  Keystone  Packing  in  Northeast, 
PA. 

The  principal  display  panel  of  the 
label  states  the  product’s  name  as 
“tomato  juice  from  concentrate".  Each  of 
the  ingredients  used  is  stated  on  the 
label  as  required  by  the  applicable 
sections  of  21  CFR  Part  101,  except  that 
the  tomato  ingredient  complying  with 
the  requirements  of  §  155.191(a)(1)  is 
declared  as  “tomato  concentrate”.  This 
permit  is  effective  for  15  months, 
beginning  on  the  date  the  food  is 
introduced  or  caused  to  be  introduced 
into  interstate  commerce,  but  no  later 
than  August  27, 1981.  The  permit, 
however,  may  terminate  sooner, 
depending  upon  the  final  action  on 
FDA’s  proposal  to  amend  the  standard 
of  identity  for  tomato  juice  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  May  9, 1978.  If 
the  proposal  is  affirmed,  the  permit  will 
terminate  on  the  effective  date  of  the 
final  regulation.  If  the  proposal  is 
rejected,  the  permit  will  expire  30  days 
after  such  negative  ruling  on  the 
proposal. 


Dated:  May  21. 1981. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  A f fairs. 

|KR  Doc.  81-15863  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

CLUING  CODE  4110-03-M 


Public  Health  Service 

Privacy  Act  of  1974;  New  System 
Notice 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Health  and 
Human  Services;  Public  Health  Service. 
action:  Notification  of  a  proposed  new 
system  of  records,  “Records  of  Subjects 
in  Certification,  Testing  and  Safety 
Studies  of  Personal  Protective  Devices 
for  Hazardous  Work  Environments," 
HHS/CDC/NIOSH,  09-20-0159. 

summary:  In  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Privacy  Act,  the 
Public  Health  Service  (PHS)  is 
publishing  notice  of  a  proposal  to 
establish  a  new  system  of  records  to 
permit  acquisition  of  information  related 
to  certification  of  personal  protective 
equipment,  hazard-measuring  devices, 
and  safety  research  studies.  The 
information  acquired  will  be  used  to 
develop  performance  standards  for 
instruments  and  equipment  utilized  in 
the  workplace  to  protect  workers  or  to 
identify  hazardous  work  environments. 
The  system  of  records  will  be 
maintained  by  the  National  Institute  for 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
(NIOSH),  Centers  for  Disease  Control 
(CDC).  PHS  invites  interested  persons  to 
submit  comments  on  the  proposed 
routine  uses  on  or  before  June  29, 1981. 
DATES:  PHS  has  sent  a  report  of  the  new 
system  to  the  Congress  and  to  the  Office 
of  Management  and  Budget  (OMB)  on 
May  20, 1981.  The  system  of  records  will 
be  effective  60  days  from  the  date 
submitted  to  OMB  unless  PHS  receives 
comments  on  the  routine  uses  which 
would  result  in  a  contrary 
determination. 

address:  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to:  Director,  Division  of 
Safety  Research,  National  Institute  for 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health,  Room 
S-117,  944  Chestnut  Ridge  Road, 
Morgantown,  West  Virginia  26505. 
Comments  received  will  be  available  for 
inspection  at  that  address  from  8:00  a.m. 
to  4:30  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
James  H.  Cavender,  Program 
Management  Officer,  DSR/NIOSH,  944 
Chestnut  Ridge  Road,  Morgantown, 
West  Virginia  26505,  (304)  599-7595. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
purpose  of  this  system  is  to  assist  in  the 
development  of  performance  standards 


for  instruments  and  equipment  utilized 
in  the  workplace  to  protect  workers  and 
to  identify  hazardous  work 
environments  and  work  tasks,  allowing 
rigorous  scientific  studies  to  be  carried 
out  as  a  part  of  the  Division  of  Safety 
Research’s  (DSR)  injury  epidemiology 
program.  The  use  of  human  subjects  for 
research  and  evaluation  of  both 
personal  protective  devices  and  hazard¬ 
measuring  instruments  requires  the 
establishment  and  maintenance  of 
subject  “pools."  Case-control  studies  of 
injured' workers  and  their  non-in jured 
co-^vorkers  will  require  that  the  system 
of  records  be  developed  in  a  way  that 
allows  for  scientific  testing  and 
validation  of  previously  gathered  data. 

Name,  assigned  number,  plant  name, 
and  year  tested  are  some  of  the  indices 
used  to  retrieve  records  from  these 
systems.  Other  retrieval  methods  are 
utilized  as  individual  research  dictates. 
Two  or  more  safeguards  will  be  selected 
from  the  following  list,  as  appropriate  to 
the  type  of  records  to  be  secured:  locked 
buildings,  locked  rooms,  locked  file 
cabinets,  personnel  screening,  locked 
computer  room  and  computer  tape 
vaults,  24-hour  guard  service,  and 
limited  access  only  to  authorized 
personnel. 

NIOSH  has  examined  a  number  of 
alternative  means  of  accomplishing 
these  investigations,  including  the 
option  to  maintain  no  Privacy  Act 
system  of  records.  The  Institute 
concluded  that  maintenance  of  a  system 
of  records  is  necessary  for  the 
investigations,  and  that  the  relatively 
minor  risk  to  personal  privacy  involved 
in  furnishing  NIOSH  researchers  with 
individually  identifiable  medical  records 
is  outweighed  by  the  potential 
improvement  in  worker  well-being 
which  will  be  derived  from  the  research. 

A  variety  of  individuals  will  be 
covered  by  this  system  of  records. 
Included  are  individuals  exposed  to 
hazardous  work  environments  and 
individuals  selected  as  control  groups. 
Additionally,  the  system  pertains  to 
individuals  selected  to  test  the 
interaction  between  personal  protection 
or  safety  equipment,  users  of  such 
equipment,  and  identification  of 
hazardous  work  environments.  Some 
examples  include:  individuals  selected 
to  perform  respirator  facepiece  fit  tests, 
to  evaluate  hearing  protectors,  lifting 
and  manual  handling  studies,  strength 
test  studies,  and  hand  speed  tests. 

The  records  will  be  retained  for  use 
solely  within  the  agency  unless  releases 
are  made  in  conjunction  with  the  routine 
uses  or  which  are  otherwise  permitted 
under  Section  552a(b)  of  the  Privacy 
Act.  The  proposed  releases  outlined  in 
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the  routine  use  section  will  allow  the 
Institute  to  effectively  perform  the 
proposed  research,  and  ensure  that  no 
releases  are  made  for  purposes  which 
are  not  the  same  or  compatible  with 
those  for  which  the  information  is 
originally  collected,  without  the 
individual's  permission. 

Dated:  May  20, 1981. 

Peter  J.  Bersano, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Management. 

09-20-0159 
SYSTEM  NAME: 

Records  of  Subjects  in  Certification, 
Testing  and  Safety  Studies  of  Personal 
Protective  Devices  for  Hazardous  Work 
Environments — HHS/CDC/NIOSH. 

SECURITY  CLASSIFICATION: 

None. 

SYSTEM  location: 

Division  of  Safety  Research  (DSR), 
National  Institute  for  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  (NIOSH),  944 
Chestnut  Ridge  Road,  Morgantown, 

West  Virginia  26505. 

Data  are  also  occasionally  located  at 
field  worksites  and  contractor  sites  as 
studies  are  developed,  data  collected 
and  reports  written.  A  list  of  field  and 
contractor  sites  where  individually 
identifiable  data  are  currently  located  is 
available  upon  request  to  the  System 
Manager. 

CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 
SYSTEM: 

Individuals  exposed  to  hazardous 
work  environments  and  individuals 
selected  as  control  groups  will  be 
covered  by  this  system.  Additionally, 
the  system  pertains  to  individuals 
selected  to  test  the  interaction  between 
people,  personal  protection  or  safety 
equipment,  users  of  such  equipment,  and 
a  hazardous  environment.  Some 
examples  include  individuals  selected 
to:  perform  respirator  facepiece  fit  tests, 
evaluate  hearing  protectors,  perform 
lifting  and  manual  materials  handling 
studies,  perform  strength  test  studies, 
and  perform  hand  speed  tests. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

The  system  will  contain  such  records 
as  physical  examinations, 
questionnaires,  results  of  laboratory  test 
(physiological  acceleration  measures, 
and  performance  tests),  workplace 
performance  records,  results  of  hearing 
tests,  occupational  histories,  medical 
histories,  demographic  data,  and  related 
medical  information.  The  specific  types 
of  records  to  be  collected  and 
maintained  are  determined  by  the  needs 
of  the  individual  study. 


AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 
SYSTEM: 

The  Public  Health  Service  Act, 

Section  301  (42  U.S.C.  241);  the 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Act, 
Section  20  (29  U.S.C.  669);  and  the  Coal 
Mine  Health  and  Safety  Act,  Section  501 
(30  U.S.C.  951). 

PURPOSE  OF  SYSTEM: 

The  purpose  of  this  system  is  to 
permit  acquistion  of  information  related 
to  certification  of  personal  protective 
equipment,  hazard-measuring  devices, 
and  safety  research  studies. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

Disclosures  may  be  made  to  a 
congressional  office  from  the  record  of 
an  individual  in  response  to  an  inquiry 
from  the  congressional  office,  made  at 
the  the  requrest  of  that  individual. 

In  the  event  of  litigation  where  the 
defendant  is  (a)  the  Department,  any 
component  of  the  Department,  or  any 
employee  of  the  Department  in  his  or 
her  official  capacity;  (b)  the  United 
States  where  the  Department  determines 
that  the  claim,  if  successful,  is  likely  to 
directly  affect  the  operations  of  the 
Department  or  any  of  its  components;  or 
(c)  any  Department  employee  in  his  or 
her  individual  capacity  where  the 
Justice  Department  has  agreed  to 
represent  such  employee,  the 
Department  may  disclose  such  records 
as  it  deems  desirable  or  necessary  to  the 
Department  of  Justice  to  enable  that 
Department  to  present  an  effective 
defense,  provided  such  disclosure  is 
compatible  with  the  purpose  for  which 
the  records  were  collected.  For  example, 
records  may  be  released  to  the 
Department  of  Justice  in  defending 
claims  against  the  U.S.  when  the  claim 
is  based  upon  an  individual’s  mental  or 
physical  condition  and  is  alleged  to 
have  arisen  because  of  activities  of  the 
Public  Health  Service  in  connection  with 
such  individual. 

In  the  event  of  litigation  initiated  at 
the  request  of  NIOSH,  the  Institute  may 
disclose  such  records  as  it  deems 
desirable  or  necessary  to  the 
Department  of  Justice  to  enable  the 
Department  to  effectively  represent  the 
Institute,  provided  such  disclosure  is 
compatible  with  the  purpose  for  which 
the  records  were  collected.  The  only 
types  of  litigative  proceedings  that 
NIOSH  is  authorized  to  request  are  (1) 
enforcement  of  a  subpoena  issued  to  an 
employer  to  provide  relevant 
information,  or  (2)  contempt  citation 
against  an  employer  for  failure  to 
comply  with  a  warrant  obtained  by  the 
Institute. 


Portions  of  records  (name,  Social 
Security  number  if  known,  date  of  birth, 
and  last  known  address)  may  be 
disclosed  to  one  or  more  sources 
selected  from  those  listed  in  Appendix  I. 
This  may  be  done  to  determine  if  the 
individual  has  died  so  that  a  death 
certificate  can  be  obtained.  Knowing  the 
cause  of  death  will  enable  NIOSH  to 
evaluate  whether  excess  occupationally- 
related  mortality  is  occurring. 

Records  subject  to  the  Privacy  Act 
will  be  disclosed  to  private  firms  for 
data  entry,  computer  systems  analysis, 
and  computer  programming  services. 

The  contractors  will  promptly  return  all 
data  entry  records,  and  all  computer 
work  will  be  done  on  Government- 
owned  computers.  The  contractors  will 
be  required  to  maintain  Privacy  Act 
safeguards. 

POLICIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

STORAGE: 

Manual  files,  computer  tape, 
microfilm,  computer  cards,  index 
audiogram  files,  audiograms, 
questionnaire  forms. 

RETRIEV  ABILITY: 

Name,  assigned  number,  plant  name, 
and  year  tested  are  some  of  the  indices 
used  to  retrieve  records  from  these 
systems.  Other  retrieval  methods  are 
utilized  as  individual  research  dictates. 

SAFEGUARDS: 

Locked  buildings,  locked  rooms, 
locked  file  cabinets,  personnel 
screening,  locked  computer  room  and 
computer  tape  vaults,  24-hour  guard 
service,  limited  access  only  to 
authorized  personnel.  The  particular 
safeguards  used  are  selected  as 
appropriate  for  the  type  of  records 
covered  by  an  individual  study.  For 
computerized  records,  safeguards  are  in 
accordance  with  Part  6,  ADP  Systems 
Security,  of  the  HHS/ADP  Systems 
Manual.  Safeguards  for  non-automated 
records  are  in  accordance  with  the 
NIOSH  Sensitive  Data  Security  Program 
Briefing  Booklet. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Records  will  be  maintained  from  three 
to  twenty  years  in  accordance  with 
retention  schedules.  Personal  identifiers 
will  be  stripped  from  records,  and 
records  will  be  destroyed  when  they  are 
no  longer  needed.  All  paper  records 
which  are  disposed  of  will  be  shredded 
or  burned  and  computer  tapes  will  be 
erased. 
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SYSTEM  MANAQER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Program  Management  Officer  (PMO), 
Division  of  Safety  Research,  NIOSH,  944 
Chestnut  Ridge  Road,  Morgantown,  WV 
26505. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

An  individual  may  learn  if  a  record 
exists  about  herself/himself  upon 
written  request,  with  notarized  signature 
if  request  is  made  by  mail,  or  with 
suitable  identification  (i.e.,  driver’s 
license,  passport)  if  request  is  made  in 
person.  All  individuals  requesting 
records  will  be  informed  that  anyone 
who  knowingly  and  willfully  requests 
access  to  a  record  pertaining  to  an 
individual  under  false  pretenses  is 
committing  a  criminal  offense  under  the 
Act  and  subject  to  a  maximum  fine  of 
5,000  dollars. 

To  determine  if  a  record  exists,  write 
to:  Director,  Division  of  Safety  Research, 
NIOSH,  944  Chestnut  Ridge  Road, 
Morgantown,  WV  26505. 

An  individual  who  requests 
notification  of  or  access  to  medical 
records  shall,  at  the  time  the  request  is 
made,  (1)  provide  a  written  notarized 
request  designating  a  responsible 
representative  who  will  be  willing  to 
review  the  record  and  inform  the  subject 
individual  of  its  contents  at  the 
representative’s  discretion,  (2)  supply 
the  name  of  the  study,  if  known,  (3) 
provide  the  approximate  date  and  place 
of  the  study,  if  known,  and  (4)  provide 
the  approximate  date  and  place  of 
treatment  or  questionnaire 
administration. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

Same  as  notification  procedures. 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

Contact  the  official  at  the  address 
specified  under  notification  procedures 
above  and  reasonably  identify  the 
record  and  specify  the  information  to  be 
contested. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Information  needed  is  obtained  either 
directly  from  the  individual,  or  from 
employee  records  whenever  possible. 
Other  sources  may  include  those  listed 
in  Appendix  I. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT. 

None. 

Appendix  I:  Potential  Sources  for 
Determination  of  Vital  Status 
Military  Records 

Appropriate  State  Motor  Vehicle  Registration 
Departments 

Appropriate  State  Drivers'  License 
Departments 

Appropriate  State  Government  Divisions  of: 


Assistance  Payments  (Welfare),  Social 
Services,  Medical  Services,  Food  Stamp 
Program,  Child  Support,  Board  of 
Corrections,  Aging,  Indian  Affairs, 
Workers’  Compensation,  Disability 
Insurance 

Retail  Credit  Association  Follow-up 
Veterans’  Administration  Files 
Appropriate  Employee  Union  or  Association 
Records 

Appropriate  Company  Pension  or 
Employment  Records 
Company  Group  Insurance  Records 
Appropriate  State  Vital  Statistics  Offices 
Life  Insurance  Companies 
Railroad  Retirement  Board 
Area  Nursing  Homes 
Area  Indian  Trading  Posts 
Mailing  List  Correction  Cards  (U.S.  Postal 
Service) 

Letters  and  Telephone  Conversations  with 
Relatives 

Letters  and  Telephone  Conversations  with 
Former  Employees  of  the  Same 
Establishment  as  Subject(s)  Member 
Appropriate  Local  Newspaper  (Obituaries) 
Social  Security  Administration 
Internal  Revenue  Service 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Outer  Continental  Shelf  Offshore 
Southern  California;  Availability  of 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
and  Locations  and  Dates  of  Public 
Hearings  Regarding  Proposed  Oil  and 
Gas  Lease  Sale  No.  68 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)(C]  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
has  prepared  a  draft  environmental 
impact  statement  relating  to  a  proposed 
Outer  Continental  Shelf  (OCS)  oil  and 
gas  lease  sale  of  218  tracts  consisting  of 
445,190  hectares  (1,112,975  acres)  of 
submerged  Federal  lands  off  the  coast  of 
southern  California. 

Single  copies  of  the  draft 
environmental  impact  statement  can  be 
obtained  from  the  Office  of  the 
Manager,  Pacific  Outer  Continental 
Shelf  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  1340  West  6th  Street,  Los 
Angeles,  California  90017,  and  from  the 
Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  (130),  Washington,  D.C. 
20240.  Copies  of  the  draft  statement  will 
also  be  available  for  review  at  the 
following  public  libraries: 

W.  Valley  Reg.  Branch  Library,  19036 
Vanowen  Street,  Reseda,  CA  91335 
San  Bernardino  County  Free  Library,  104  W. 

4th  Street  San  Bernardino,  CA  92401 
University  of  California  Library.  Government 
Publications  Dept.,  P.O.  Box  5900, 

Riverside,  CA  95207 


San  Diego  County  Library,  5555  Overland 
Avenue,  San  Diego,  CA  92123 
Riverside  Public  Library,  P.O.  Box  468, 
Riverside,  CA  92506 

Anaheim  Public  Library,  500  West  Broadway, 
Anaheim,  CA  92805 

San  Diego  State  University,  Malcolm  A.  Love 
Library,  Government  Publications  Dept.. 

San  Diego.  CA  92182 

Culver  City  Library,  4975  Overland  Avenue, 
Culver  City.  CA  90230 
San  Diego  County  Law  Library,  1105  Front 
Street,  San  Diego.  CA  92101 
Calif.  State  Polytechnical  Univ.,  Library, 
Documents  Section,  San  Luis  Obispo,  CA 
93401 

Santa  Ana  Public  Library,  Documents 
Section,  26  Civic  Center  Plaza,  Santa  Ana, 
CA  92701 

Calif.  Lutheran  College  Library,  Mountclef 
Village,  Thousand  Oaks,  CA  91360 
Bodkin,  McCarthy,  Sargent  &  Smith,  707 
Wilshire  Blvd.,  51st  FI.,  Los  Angeles,  CA 
90071 

California  State  University  Library, 
Documents  Section,  P.O.  Box  4150, 
Fullerton,  CA  92634 

County  of  Los  Angeles  Library,  Government 
Publications  Unit,  320  W.  Temple,  Los 
Angeles,  CA  90012 

Long  Beach  Public  Library,  Government 
Publications  Dept.,  Ocean  and  Pacific,  Long 
Beach,  CA  90802 

San  Diego  Public  Library,  Science  and 
Industry  Dept.,  820  “E”  Street,  San  Diego, 
CA  92101 

Downey  City  Library,  8490  E.  3rd  Street, 
Downey,  CA  90241 

Pepperdine  University  Library,  8035  S. 

Vermont,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90044 
California  Institute  of  Technology,  Millikan 
Memorial  Library,  Pasadena,  CA  91124 
Pasadena  Public  Library,  285  E.  Walnut 
Street,  Pasadena,  CA  91101 
Business  &  Economics  Dept.,  Los  Angeles 
Public  Library,  630  W.  5th  Street,  Los 
Angeles,  CA  90071 

California  State  University,  Oviatt  Library, 
Government  Document,  18111  Nordhoff 
Street.  Northridge,  CA  91220 
County  of  Ventura  Library  Service, 
Documents  Section,  P.O.  Box  771,  Ventura, 
CA  93001 

Loyola  University,  School  of  Law  Library, 
1440  W.  9th  Street,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90015 
Santa  Barbara  Public  Library,  Reference 
Section,  P.O.  Box  1019,  Santa  Barbara.  CA 
93102 

Santa  Monica  Public  Library,  1343  6th  Street. 

Santa  Monica,  CA  90401 
University  of  California,  Water  Resources 
Center  Archives,  2061  Engineering  I,  Los 
Angeles,  CA  90024 

University  of  California,  SERIALS,  SIO 
Library.  C-075C  La  Jolla.  CA  92093 
University  of  Southern  California, 
Government  Documents  DepL.  P.O.  Box 
77963,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90007 
The  Sea  Library,  406  Sycamore  Road.  Santa 
Monica,  CA  90402 

University  of  California,  Government 
Publication  DepL,  General  Library,  P.O. 
Box  19557,  Irvine.  CA  92713 
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University  of  California,  The  Library, 

Government  Publications  Dept.,  Santa 

Barbara,  CA  93106 

Pomona  College  Documents  Collection 

Honnold  Library,  222  E.  9th  Street, 

Claremont,  CA  91711 

In  accordance  with  43  CFR  3314.1, 
public  hearings  on  the  draft 
environmental  impact  statement  will  be 
held  in  Santa  Barbara,  California  at  the 
Santa  Barbara  High  School,  700 
Anapamu  Street,  on  July  28, 1981,  from 
8:00  a.m.  to  10:00  p.m„  and  on  July  29, 
1981,  from  8:00  a.m.  to  1:00  p.m„  and  in 
Long  Beach,  California  at  the  Long 
Beach  Convention  Center,  300  East 
Ocean  Boulevard  on  July  30, 1981,  from 
8:00  a.m.  to  10:00  p.m.  and,  if  necessary, 
on  July  31, 1981  from  8:00  a.m.  to  1:00 
p.m. 

The  hearings  will  provide  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  with 
information  from  government  agencies, 
public  and  private  groups  to  help 
evaluate  the  potential  effects  of  the 
proposed  offering.  Comments  are 
solicited  concerning  effects  of 
exploration,  development  and 
production  resulting  from  the  proposed 
sale  on  marine,  cultural,  recreational 
and  other  resources  of  the  southern 
California  region. 

Interested  individuals,  representatives 
or  organizations,  and  public  officials 
wishing  to  testify  at  the  public  hearings 
are  requested  to  contact  the  Manager, 
Pacific  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Office, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  at  the 
above  address  by  4:00  p.m.,  July  24, 1981. 
Written  comments  from  those  unable  to 
attend  the  hearing  also  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Manager,  Pacific  Outer 
Continental  Shelf,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  at  the  above  address.  The 
Bureau  will  accept  written  testimony 
and  comments  on  the  draft 
environmental  impact  statement  until 
August  7, 1981.  This  will  allow  those 
unable  to  testify  at  the  hearings  to  make 
their  views  known,  and  those  presenting 
oral  testimony  to  submit  supplemental 
materials.  Time  limitations  make  it 
necessary  to  limit  the  length  of  oral 
presentations  to  ten  (10)  minutes.  An 
oral  statement  may  be  supplemented, 
however,  by  a  more  complete  written 
statement  which  may  be  submitted  to  a 
hearing  official  at  the  time  of 
presentation.  To  the  extent  that  time  is 
available  after  presentation  of  oral 
statements  by  those  who  have  given 
advance  notice,  others  present  will  be 
given  opportunity  to  be  heard. 

After  all  testimony  and  comments 
have  been  received  and  considered,  a 


final  environmental  impact  statement 
will  be  prepared.  . 

Ed  Hastey, 

Associate  Director.  Bureau  of  Land 
Management. 

Approved: 

Cecil  S.  Hoffmann, 

Special  Assistant  to  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Interior. 
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Arizona;  Wilderness  Inventory  Appeals 

This  announcement  is  to  release  the 


results  of  the  appeal  period  for  the 
Arizona  Wilderness  Study  Area  Final 
Decision  and  the  Hualapai  Aquarius  and 
the  Palo  Verde-Devers  Special 
Inventories. 

The  following  units  that  were 
identified  as  Wilderness  Study  Areas 
(WSAs)  have  been  appealed: 

Unit  name 

Unit  No. 

.  AZ-010-006A. 

.  AZ-010-006B. 

.  AZ-010-006C. 

.  AZ-010-006D. 

.  AZ-010-008A/19. 

.  AZ-010-008B. 

Emmett  Wash . . 

. .  AZ-0 10-009. 

.  AZ-010-031. 

.  AZ-01 0-033A. 

.  AZ -010-034. 

.  AZ-01 0-041. 

. .  AZ-01 0-050. 

.  AZ-01 0-051. 

.  AZ-01 0-052. 

.  AZ-01 0-091. 

.  AZ-01 0-093. 

.  AZ-01 0-096 A 

.  AZ-010-096C. 

.  AZ-01 0-096D. 

North  Dellenbaugh . 

G&F . 

.  AZ-01 0-097. 

.  AZ-0 10-099. 

.  AZ-01 0-1 04A. 

Mustang  Point . 

.  AZ-010-104B. 

.  AZ-010-111. 

.  AZ-010-132. 

.  AZ-01 0-1 36 

.  AZ-01 0-1 05A. 

.  AZ-010-105B. 

Tincanebitts . 

.  AZ-01 0-1 05C. 

Pigeon  Canyon .  AZ-010-109. 

Grand  Wash  Cliffs .  AZ-010-112. 


Phoenix  District 


Mt.  Wilson . 

.  AZ-020-001A. 

.  AZ -020-007 

Mockingbird . 

.  AZ -020-008. 

.  AZ-0 20-009. 

.  AZ -020 -010 

.  AZ-020-0 12/042. 

Grapevine  Wash . 

.  AZ-020-014. 

Grand  Wash  Clitfs . 

.  AZ-020-0 15. 

....  AZ-020-021 

Mt  Nutt . 

.  AZ-020-024. 

.  AZ -020-028/ 029 

Peoples  Canyon . 

.  AZ-0 20-068 

Buckskin  Mountains . 

.  AZ-020-071 

.  AZ-020-075. 

Hassayampa  River  Canyon . 

.  AZ -020-083 

.  AZ -020-099 

.  AZ -020-100 

.  AZ-020-1 19 

New  Water  Mountains  . 

AZ-020-125. 

Little  Horn  Mountains  W . 

.  AZ-020-126A. 

.  AZ-020-1 36 

Signal  Mountain . 

.  AZ-020-1 38 

Woolsey  Peak 

.  AZ-020-1 42/144. 

N  Maricopa  Mtns . 

.  AZ-020-1 57. 

Sierra  Estrella . 

.  AZ-020-1 60. 

Unit  name  Unit  No. 


.  AZ-020-1 63 

Butterfield  Stage  Memorial . 

.  AZ-020-1 64. 

Table  Top  Mtn . 

.  AZ-020-1 72 

AZ-020-084A 

.  AZ -020-187. 

.  AZ -020-194 

Ragged  Top  . 

.  AZ-020-1 97. 

Coyote  Mtns . . 

.  AZ-020-202 

Baboquivari  Peak  South . 

.  AZ-020-203B. 

Ives  Peak . 

.  AZ-020-204. 

Tres  Alamos . 

.  AZ-0 20-205 

Palo  Verde-Devers  Special  Inventory 

Little  Horn  Mtns . 

.  AZ-020-1 27. 

.  AZ-020-1 28. 

East  Clanton  Hills . 

.  AZ-020-1 29. 

Hualapai-Aquarius  Special  Inventory 


Wabayuma  Peak . 

.  AZ -020-037/043. 

Planet . 

.  AZ-020-053. 

Aubrey  Peak . . . 

.  AZ -020-054 

.  AZ -020-056. 

AZ-020-058 

Arrastra  Mtn . 

.  AZ -020-059. 

Lower  Burro  Creek . 

.  AZ-020-060 

Upper  Burro  Creek . 

.  AZ-020-062 

Salford  District 

Needles's  Eye . 

.  AZ -040-001  A. 

Black  rock . 

.  AZ -040-008 

.  AZ-040-014. 

Day  Mine ...» . 

.  AZ -040-016. 

.  AZ-040-022/023/024A. 

.  AZ-040-022/023/024B. 

Javelina  Peak . 

.  AZ -040-048 

.  AZ -040-060. 

Happy  Camp  Canyon . 

.  AZ -040-065 

.  AZ -040-076. 

AZ -04 0-0 7 7 

Yuma  District 

Needles  Eastern  Addition . 

.  AZ-050-005B. 

Crossman  Peak . 

.  AZ-050-007B. 

.  AZ-050-007C/5-48/2-52. 

.  AZ-0 50 -012. 

Planet  Peak . v 

.  AZ-050-013. 

Cactus  Plain . 

.  AZ -050-0 14A/B. 

Swansea . 

.  AZ-050-015A. 

E.  Cactus  Plain . 

.  AZ -050-01 7. 

S.  Tngo  Mtns . 

.  AZ-050-023A 

Trigo  Mtns . 

.  AZ-050-023B 

Kola  Unit  3  S . 

.  AZ-050-031. 

Kota  Unit  4  N . .  AZ-050-033. 

Kota  Unit  4  S .  AZ-050-034. 


The  following  units  that  were 
identified  to  be  dropped  from  wilderness 
consideration  have  been  appealed: 


Unit  name 

Unit  No. 

Phoenix  District 

Painted  Rocks  S . 

Painted  Rocks  N . 

.  AZ-020-1 55A. 

.  AZ-020-1 55B. 

AZ-0?0-17fi 

Safford  District 

Gila  Box  (adjacent  lands) . 

.  AZ-040-22/23/ 24 A. 

The  units  identified  as  WSAs  will 
continue  to  be  studied  according  to  the 
Bureau's  wilderness  study  schedule. 

Units  identified  to  be  dropped  will  not 
be  studied,  unless  the  decision  is 
reversed  through  the  appeal  process. 

All  of  the  listed  units,  both  WSAs  and 
dropped  units,  that  have  been  appealed, 
will  continue  to  be  managed  under  the 
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Bureau’s  wilderness  interim 
management  policy. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Arizona  State  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  2400  Valley  Bank  Center, 
Phoenix,  Arizona  85073. 

Tom  Allen, 

Acting  State  Director. 

May  19, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-15995  Piled  5-28-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Medford  District  Advisory  Council; 
Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
With  43  CFR  1780  that  a  sub-committee 
meeting  of  the  Medford  District 
Advisory  Council  will  be  held  on  Friday, 
June  12. 

The  meeting  will  begin  at  9  AM  and 
will  continue  until  3  PM  in  the  Oregon 
Room  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  Office  at  3040  Biddle  Road, 
Medford,  Oregon. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  will 
include: 

1.  A  discussion  of  BLM’s  “Program 
Priority  Guides  for  Oregon  and 
Washington,  Fiscal  Years  1982-1989." 

2.  A  discussion  of  BLM’s  “Draft 
Wilderness  Management  Policy”  and 
BLM’s  "Wilderness  Study  Policy." 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public  and 
news  media.  Summary  minutes  of  the 
Council  meeting  will  be  maintained  at 
the  District  Office  and  be  available  for 
public  inspection  and  reproduction  at 
the  cost  of  duplication. 

Hugh  Shera, 

District  Manager. 

May  19, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-15994  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Susanville  District  Grazing  Advisory 
Board;  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  Pub.  L.  94-579  (FLPMA)  that  a 
meeting  of  the  Susanville  District 
Grazing  Advisory  Board  will  be  held  on 
June  9, 1981. 

The  meeting  will  begin  at  10:00  a.m.  in 
the  Susanville  District  Office  of  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management, 

Susanville,  California. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  will 
include: 

1.  RCD  Participation  in  Range 
Improvements. 

2.  Cowhead/Massacre  Consultation. 

3.  Contributions  for  Range 
Improvement  Projects. 

4.  Other  Comments. 

5.  Public  Comments. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
Interested  persons  may  make  oral 


statements  to  the  Board  between  3:30 
p.m.  and  4:30  p.m.,  or  file  a  written 
statement  for  the  Board’s  consideration. 
Anyone  wishing  to  make  an  oral 
statement  must  notify  the  District 
Manager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
P.O.  Box  1090,  Susanville,  California, 
96130,  by  June  4, 1981.  Depending  on  the 
number  of  persons  wishing  to  make  oral 
statements,  a  per  person  list  limit  may 
be  established. 

Summary  minutes  of  the  Board 
Meeting  will  be  maintained  in  the 
District  Office  and  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  and  reproduction 
(during  regular  business  hours)  within  30 
days  following  the  meeting. 

C.  Rex  Cleary, 

District  Manager. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16064  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 

[NM  929,  Arndt  1] 

New  Mexico;  Classification  Partially 
Terminated;  Lands  Open  to  Entry 

May  21, 1981. 

1.  On  April  22, 1970  (FR,  Vol.  35,  No. 
78,  page  6444)  lands  listed  under 
paragraphs  3  and  4  of  said  notice  were 
segregated  from  all  forms  of 
appropriation  under  the  public  land 
laws,  including  the  general  mining,  but 
not  the  mineral  leasing  laws.  Lands 
described  under  paragraph  4  were 
further  segregated  from  issuance  of 
rights-of-way. 

2.  Pursuant  to  the  regulations  set  forth 
in  43  CFR  2461.5(c)(2),  the  classification 
is  hereby  terminated  as  to  the  following 
described  land: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian 
T.  10  S.,  R.  30  E.. 

Sec.  26,  SW'A  and  that  part  of  the 
SVfeNW%  lying  south  of  the  U.S. 
Highway  380; 

Sec.  27,  SVi  and  that  part  of  SVfeNVi  lying 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  380; 

Sec.  28,  SVi  and  that  part  of  SVkNVfe  lying 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  380: 

Sec.  33,  all; 

Sec.  34,  WVfe; 

Sec.  35,  EVi. 

T.  11  S.,  R.  30  E.. 

Sec.  1,  lots  1,  2,  3,  4  and  SV4; 

Secs.  11, 12, 13, 14,  23  and  24: 

Sec.  25,  NVzNMs: 

Secs.  26  and  35. 

T.  11  S.,  R.  31  E.. 

Sec.  6,  lots  3,  4,  5,  6  and  EViSWy*; 

Sec.  7,  lots  1, 2,  3, 4  and  EVfcWVi; 

Sec.  19.  lots  1.  2,  3,  4  and  EVfeWVfe; 

Sec.  30,  lot  1,  N,/<iNEy4  and  NEy»NWV4. 

T.  12  S.,  R.  30  E., 

Sec.  23,  SW'ANEV*  and  SViNW>4; 

Sec.  24,  SW'ANE'A  and  SVzNVJV*. 

X  12  S  R  31  E. 

Sec.  19,  lot  2,  SWViNEy*  and  SEV»NWV4. 
The  areas  described  aggregate  9,177  acres, 
more  or  less. 


3.  At  HfcOO  a.m.,  on  June  22, 1981,  the 
lands  described  under  paragraph  2 
above  will  be  open  to  operation  of  the 
public  land  laws  generally,  subject  to 
valid  existing  rights,  the  provisions  of 
existing  withdrawals,  and  the 
requirements  of  applicable  law.  All 
valid  applications  received  at  or  prior  to 
10:00  a.m.,  on  June  22, 1981  shall  be 
considered  as  simultaneously  filed  at 
that  time.  Those  received  thereafter 
shall  be  considered  in  the  order  of  filing. 

4.  The  lands  will  also  be  open  to 
location  under  the  United  States  mining 
laws  at  10:00  a.m.  on  June  22, 1981. 

Inquiries  concerning  these  lands 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Chief, 
Division  of  Technical  Services,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  P.O.  Box  1449, 
Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico  87501. 

Leroy  C.  Montoya, 

Chief,  Division  of  Technical  Services. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16004  Filed  5-18-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  COOE  4310-84-M 


[NM  929,  Arndt  2] 

New  Mexico;  Classification  Partially 
Terminated;  Lands  Open  to  Entry 

May  19, 1981. 

1.  On  August  27, 1970  (FR,  Vol.  35,  No. 
167,  page  13670)  the  following  described 
lands  were  classified  for  multiple  use 
management  under  the  Act  of 
September  19, 1964  and  segregated  from 
all  forms  of  appropriation  under  the 
public  land  laws,  including  the  general 
mining  and  mineral  leasing  laws: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian 
T.  10  S.  R.  30  EL 

Sec.  1.  lots  1. 2,  SMiNEVi,  and  NfeSEy«. 

T.  10  S.,  R.  31  E.. 

Sec.  6,  lots  4,  5  and  6. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  362.34  acres 
in  Chaves  County. 

2.  Pursuant  to  the  regulations  set  forth  in  43 
CFR  2461.5(c)(2),  the  classification  is  hereby 
partially  terminated  as  to  the  following 
described  lands: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian 
T.  10  S.,  R.  30  E.. 

Sec.  1.  NV4SEy4. 

T.  10  S.,  R.  31  E.. 

Sec.  6,  lot  6. 

Aggregating  approximately  120.80  acres. 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  and 
t  ie  requirements  of  applicable  law,  at 
10:00  a.m.  on  June  22, 1981,  the  public 
lands  described  under  paragraph  2  of 
this  notice  shall  be  open  to  the  operation 
of  the  public  land  laws  generally, 
including  the  mining  and  mineral  leasing 
laws.  For  oil  and  gas  leasing,  the  land 
must  first  be  made  available  on  the 
simultaneous  lands  available  list 


28954 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  103  /  Friday,  May  29,  1981  /  Notices 


Inquiries  concerning  these  lands 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  P.O.  Box  1449,  Santa 
Fe,  New  Mexico  87501. 

Leroy  C.  Montoya, 

Chief.  Division  of  Technical  Services. 

(FR  Doc.  81-15997  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


INM  40314] 

New  Mexico;  Notice  of  Conveyance 

May  20, 1981. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  sections  206  and  208  of  the  Federal 
Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  of 
1976  [43  U.S.C.  1716, 1718)  and  the 
regulations  in  43  CFR  2201.7(a),  a  patent 
issued  to  Lauro  Guaderrama  and  Jose  M. 
and  Magdalena  A.  Acosta  on  May  20, 
1981  for  the  following  described  land  in 
Dona  Ana  County: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  New  Mexico 
T.  26  S.,  R.  3  E., 

Sec.  11,  lots  22  to  25,  inclusive: 

Sec.  14,  lots  4  to  9,  inclusive,  lots  15  to  18. 
inclusive,  lots  26  to  28,  inclusive  and  lot 
42. 

Containing  44.95  acres. 

A  warranty  deed  issued  to  the  U.S.  for 
the  following  land,  which  becomes 
public  land  subject  to  administration  by 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  New 
Mexico  State  Office: 

T.  22  S.,  R.  4  E., 

Sec.  20,  NMtNMtNEVeSE'A,  SVssNEytSE1/*, 
NWy4SEVi  and  NVfcNVfeSMtSEVi. 
Containing  90.00  acres. 

Leroy  C.  Montoya, 

Chief,  Division  of  Technical  Services. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16075  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


New  Mexico;  Release  of  Wilderness 
Study  Areas  New  Mexico 

May  22, 1981. 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management: 
Interior. 

action:  Notice  of  Release  of  Wilderness 
Study  Areas  From  Further  Wilderness 
Consideration. 


summary:  Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the 
release  of  the  following  New  Mexico 
Wilderness  Study  Areas  from  further 
wilderness  consideration: 


BLM  district 

Name 

Number 

Total 

acre¬ 

age 

Las  Cruces . 

Sacramento 

NM-030-104 .... 

3,510 

Escarpment. 

Las  Cruces . . 

Guadaloupe 

NM-030-114 .... 

.  7.053 

Escarpment. 

The  BLM  areas  were  identified  as 
areas  to  receive  further  wilderness 
study  in  the  November  14, 1980,  Federal 
Register  (“Notice  of  Final  Intensive 
Wilderness  Inventory  Decisions,”  pp. 
75590-75593). 

Both  of  the  BLM  areas  are  divided 
into  several  parcels.  Each  parcel 
contains  less  than  5,000  acres  of 
contiguous  BLM-administered  public 
land.  The  BLM  areas  were  slated  for 
wilderness  study  because  they  were 
contiguous  with  U.S.  Forest  Service 
RARE  II  areas,  West  Face  of  the 
Sacramento  Mountains  (3-072)  and 
Little  Dog  and  Pup  Canyons  (3-074), 
recommended  for  further  planning. 
Neither  of  the  BLM  areas  satisfy  the  size 
criterion  for  wilderness  in  the 
Wilderness  Act  of  1964  without 
consideration  of  the  above  contiguous 
Forest  Service  RARE  II  areas. 

The  New  Mexico  Wilderness  Act 
(Pub.  L.  96-550)  which  was  signed  into 
law  December  19, *1980,  released  the 
RARE  II  areas  (3-072  and  2-074)  from 
management  restrictions  to  protect 
wilderness  suitability.  The  Act  also 
specified  that  such  areas  received 
adequate  wilderness  review  and  shall 
not  be  evaluated  for  wildeness  prior  to 
revision  of  the  Forest  Service  initial  land 
management  plans  and  in  no  case 
before  1985. 

Since  the  BLM  areas  no  longer  satisfy 
the  size  criterion  for  wilderness,  they 
are  dropped  from  the  Wilderness 
Review  Process  and  are  no  longer 
protected  by  interim  management 
restrictions.  The  final  decision 
announced  in  this  notice  will  become 
effective  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register.  There  is  no  public  comment 
period  on  this  decision. 
address:  Send  inquiries  to:  State 
Director  (932),  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  United  States  Post  Office 
and  Federal  Building,  South  Federal 
Place,  P.O.  Box  1449,  Santa  Fe,  New 
Mexico  87501. 

FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dan  Wood  at  the  above  Santa  Fe,  New 
Mexico  address  or  call  (505)  988-6227. 
Larry  L.  Woodard, 

Acting  State  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16005  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


[W-33229] 

Wyoming;  Termination  of 
Classification 

May  20, 1981. 

On  June  29, 1972  a  classification 
decision  was  issued  classifying  the 
following  described  lands  in  Fremont 
County,  Wyoming  as  suitable  for  lease 


or  purchase  under  the  Recreation  and 
Public  Purposes  Act  of  June  14, 1926,  43 
U.S.C.  869  et  seq.  (1976).  This 
classification  action  was  taken  in 
response  to  a  petition-application  filed 
by  the  Wyoming  Recreation 
Commission  who  subsequently 
withdrew  their  application  October  23. 
1980.  It  has  been  determined  by  the 
responsible  Resource  Area  Manager 
with  concurrence  of  the  District 
Manager  that  the  classification  is  no 
longer  necessary. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  43  CFR 
2450.6,  Notice  of  Classification, 
Wyoming  33229,  affecting  the  following 
described  lands,  is  hereby  terminated  in 
its  entirety: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 
T.  32  N„  R.  100  W., 

Sec.  17.  El/2NEV4.  SE'ASW'A,  SE‘A. 

The  area  described  contains  280  acres,  in 
Fremont  County,  Wyoming. 

At  10:00  a.m.  on  June  22, 1981  the 
lands  shall  be  open  to  operation  of  the 
public  land  laws  generally,  subject  to 
valid  existing  rights,  the  provisions  of 
existing  withdrawals,  and  the 
requirements  of  applicable  law;  All 
valid  applications  received  at,  or  prior 
to,  10:00  a.m.  on  June  22, 1981,  shall  be 
considered  as  simultaneously  filed  at 
that  time.  Those  received  thereafter  will 
be  considered  in  the  order  of  filing. 

The  lands  will  be  open  to  location 
under  the  United  States  mining  laws  at 
10:00  a.m.  on  June  22, 1981.  They  have 
been  and  will  continue  to  be  open  to 
applications  and  offers  under  the 
mineral  leasing  laws. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  lands  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  P.O.  Box  1828, 
2515  Warren  Avenue,  Cheyenne, 
Wyoming  82001. 

Maxwell  T.  Lieurance, 

State  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16066  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


[W-74551] 

Wyoming;  Application 

May  21, 1981. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  Sec.  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act  of 
1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C.  185),  the 
Cities  Service  Gas  Company  of 
Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma,  filed  an 
application  for  a  right-of-way  to 
construct  414  inch  pipelines  for  the 
purpose  of  transporting  natural  gas 
across  the  following  described  public 
lands: 
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Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 
T.  17  N.,  R.  95  W., 

Sec.  18. 

T.  17  N.,  R.  96  W., 

Secs.  14,  2a  24,  30  &  32. 

T.  16  N..  R.  97  W„ 

Secs.  6. 18  &  20. 

T.  17  N„  R.  97  W., 

Sec.  32. 

T.  15  N.,  R.  98  W., 

Sec.  12. 

T.  16  N..  R.  98  W., 

Secs.  10.  22,  28  &  34. 

The  proposed  pipelines  will  serve  to 
transport  natural  gas  a9  additions  to 
Cities  Service  Gas  Company’s  gathering 
system  within  Sweetwater  County, 
Wyoming. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be 
proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be 
approved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  do  so  promptly. 
Persons  submitting  comments  should 
include  their  name  and  address  and 
send  them  to  the  District  Manager, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Highway 
187  N.,  P.O.  Box  1869,  Rock  Springs, 
Wyoming  82901. 

Harold  G.  Stinchcomb, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
Operations. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16076  Filed  5-28-61;  8:45  ami 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-41 


IW-74570] 

Wyoming;  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  Sec.  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act  of 
1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C.  185),  the 
Cities  Service  Gas  Company  of 
Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma,  filed  an 
application  for  a  right-of-way  to 
construct  4%  inch  pipelines  for  the 
purpose  of  transporting  natural  gas 
across  the  following  described  public 
lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 
T.  22  N.,  R.  93  W.. 

Sec.  4,  SEttSWtt,  S%SEy4i 

Sec.  8.  Ny2NE%,  NEMNW44,  S^NWtt; 

Sec.  16,  NWViNEVi,  S%NE‘A; 

Sec.  18,  lot  3; 

Sec.  3a  lot  2,  SEViNWIA. 

T.  22  N.,  R.  94  W.,  " 

Sec.  2,  lots  2,  3,’S‘/2NEV4,  NE'ASEVi; 

Sec.  12,  SV2NEV4,  BVfcNWVA,  SE%SE%; 
Sec.  24,  Wy2W%; 

Sec.  36,  N'/2NEy4,  SE'ANE'A. 

The  proposed  pipelines  will  serve  to 
transport  natural  gas  as  additions  to 
Cities  Service  Gas  Company's  gathering 
system  within  Sweetwater  County, 
Wyoming. 


The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be 
proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be 
approved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  do  so  promptly. 
Persons  submitting  comments  should 
include  their  name  and  address  and 
send  them  to  the  District  Manager, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  1300  Third 
St.,  P.O.  Box  670,  Rawlins,  Wyoming 
82301. 

Harold  G.  Stinchcomb, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
Operations. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16072  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

SILLING  CODE  4310-84-41 


I W- 149821 

Wyoming;  Proposed  Continuation  of 
Withdrawal 

The  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior  proposes  to 
continue  the  existing  withdrawal  of  the 
following  public  lands  made  by  Public 
Land  Order  4752,  for  a  20-year  period 
pursuant  to  Section  204  of  the  Federal 
Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  of 
October  21, 1976  (90  Stat.  2751;  43  U.S.C. 
1714): 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 
T.17N.,  R.86W., 

Sec.  17,  NVa,  SWVi,  and  NVfeSEy* 

Sec.  18; 

Sec.  19,  Lots  1, 3  and  4,  NWViNE'A, 
NE%NWV4,  EViSWVi,  and  SEV4; 

Sec.  20,  EVfeNEVi,  SW%NEy4.  SVfeNWA. 
SWA,  and  NWViSEVi; 

Sea  21,  NyaNWy^  and  SWV4NWV*; 

Sec.  29,  NW'ANWVi; 

Sec.  30,  Lots  1  to  4,  inch,  NEV4.  EVfeWVfe, 
and  NWy4SE%. 

T.  17  N„  R.  87  W„ 

Secs.  13, 14,  22  and  23; 

Sec.  24.  SVfeN’A,  and  SVfe; 

Sec.  25; 

Sec.  26,  NV4,  NVfeSVfe,  and  SEy4SEy4. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  6,899.02 
acres  in  Carbon  County,  Wyoming. 

The  purpose  of  the  withdrawal  is  to  protect 
the  Stratton  Sagebrush  Hydrology  Study 
Area  which  is  operated  by  the  U.S.  Forest 
Service  under  a  cooperative  agreement  with 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  and  the 
State  of  Wyoming. 

Comments,  suggestions,  or  objections 
to  this  proposed  withdrawal 
continuation  must  be  submitted  in 
writing  to  the  undersigned  authorized 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Managment,  on  or  before  July  6, 1981. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
opportunity  for  a  public  hearing  is 
afforded  in  connection  with  the 
proposed  withdrawal  continuation.  All 
interested  persons  who  desire  to  be 


heard  on  the  proposal  must  submit  a 
written  request  for  a  hearing  to  the 
undersigned  before  July  6, 1981.  Upon 
determination  by  the  State  Director, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  that  a 
public  hearing  will  be  held,  a  notice  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
giving  the  time  and  place  of  such 
hearing.  Public  hearings  are  scheduled 
and  conducted  in  accordance  with  BLM 
Manual,  Section  2351 ,16B. 

The  authorized  officer  of  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  will  make 
necessary  investigations  to  determine 
the  existing  and  potential  demands  for 
the  land  and  its  resources  and  review 
the  withdrawal  rejustification  to  insure 
that  continuation  would  be  consistent 
with  the  statutory  objectives  of  the 
programs  for  which  the  land  is 
dedicated.  He  will  also  prepare  a  report 
for  consideration  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  the  President,  and  Congress, 
who  will  determine  whether  or  not  the 
withdrawal  will  be  continued  and,  if  so, 
for  how  long.  The  final  determination  on 
the  continuation  of  the  withdrawal  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

The  existing  withdrawal  will  continue 
until  such  final  determination  is  made. 

All  communications  in  connection 
with  this  proposed  withdrawal 
continuation  should  be  sent  to  the  Chief, 
Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
Operations,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  2515  Warren  Avenue,  P.O. 
Box  1828,  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  82001. 
Harold  G.  Stinchcomb, 

Chief  Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
Operations. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16067  Filed  5-38-81, 8*5  am) 
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Alabama;  Coal  Lease  Offerings  by 
Sealed  Bid;  Southern  Appalachian 
Federal  Coal  Production  Region 

U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior. 

Bureau  of  Land  Management  Eastern 
States  Office,  350  South  Pickett  Street 
Alexandria,  Virginia  22304.  Notice  is 
hereby  given  that  certain  coal  resources 
in  the  tracts  described  below  in 
Alabama  will  be  offered  for  competitive 
lease  by  sealed  bid  of  $25.00  or  more  per 
acre  to  the  qualified  bidder  submitting 
the  highest  bonus  bid  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Mineral 
Leasing  Act  of  1920  (41  Stat.  437),  as 
amended,  and  the  Department  of  Energy 
Organization  Act  of  August  4, 1977  (91 
Stat.  565, 42  U.S.C.  7101).  The  sale  will 
be  held  at  2:00  p.m.,  June  25, 1981,  at  the 
State  Capitol,  House  Chambers, 
Montgomery,  Alabama.  All  bids  must  be 
submitted  to  BLM,  Tuscaloosa  District 
Office,  1315  McFarland  Boulevard,  East, 
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Tuscaloosa,  Alabama  35401.  No.  bids 
received  after  4:00  p.m.,  June  24, 1981, 
will  be  considered. 

Coal  Offfered:  Goodwin  Creek  Tract,  ES 
26900 

The  strippable  coal  resource  to  be  offered 
is  included  in  one  coal  bed  in  the  following 
land  located  approximately  12  miles 
northeast  of  Winfield  in  Marion  County, 
Alabama: 

Huntsville  Meridian  (Walker  County) 

T.  12  S..  R.  10  W., 

Sec.  19,  SEViSEy^ 

Sec.  30,  SW‘ANE‘A,  W'/jNW'A, 

SE'ANWVi. 

Containing  201.21  Acres. 

Resources  have  been  calculated  for  surface 
mining.  In  place  mineable  reserves  are 
estimated  to  be  466,000  tons.  The  coal  should 
average  14,257  Btu/lb.  with  3.2%  ash  and  1.2% 
sulfur.  This  would  classify  the  coal  as  high 
volatile  "A"  bituminous. 

Coal  Offered:  North  River  Tract,  ES  26901 
The  coal  resource  to  be  offered  is  included 
in  one  coal  bed  in  the  following  land  located 
approximately  five  miles  south  of  Berry, 
Fayette  County,  Alabama: 

Huntsville  Meridian  (Tuscaloosa  County) 

T.  17  S.,  R.  10  W.. 

Sec.  3.  NE'A,  EViSEV*-. 

Sec.  4,  Ny2SWy4,  SW'ANW'A; 

Sec.  5.  Ey2SEy4,  NE'ASW'A,  E‘/2NWy4; 

Sec.  10,  NWViNEVi,  NEViNW'A: 

Sec.  12.  SE'ASEV^; 

Sec.  13.  E'ASE'A; 

Sec.  15.  Nl/2NEy4.  SEtANEVi; 

Sec.  17.  SEViNEVi,  W'ASE'A; 

Sec.  21,  SW'ANEy4,  NWlASEV4: 

Sec.  22.  Ny2NEy4,  SWy«SWV «. 

Containing  1,197.50  Acres. 

Resources  have  been  calculated  for 
undergound  mining.  In  place  mineable 
reserves  are  estimated  at  5.9  million  tons. 

The  coal  should  average  12,225  Btu/lb.  with 
13.0%  ash  and  2.4%  sulfur.  This  would  classify 
the  coal  as  high  volatile  “A”  bituminous. 

Coal  Offered:  Upper  North  River  Tract,  ES 
26902 

The  coal  resource  to  be  offered  includes 
one  coal  bed  in  the  following  lands,  located 
approximately  two  miles  south  of  Berry, 
Fayette  County,  Alabama: 

Huntsville  Meridian  (Fayette  County) 

T.  16  S..  R.  10  W., 

Sec.  28.  NW‘ASWy4. 

Containing  40.05  Acres. 

Resources  have  been  calculated  for 
undergound  mining.  In  place  mineable 
reserves  are  estimated  to  be  338,000  tons.  The 
coal  should  average  11,908  Btu/lb.  with  13.8% 
ash  and  2.0%  sulfur.  This  would  classify  the 
coal  as  high  volatile  “A"  bituminous. 

Coal  Offered:  Rock  Springs  Church  Tract,  ES 
27072 

The  coal  resource  to  be  offered  is  in  two 
beds,  the  upper  and  lower  Blue  Creek  beds  in 
the  following  lands,  located  approximately  16 
miles  southeast  of  Berry,  Fayette  County, 
Alabama: 


Huntsville  Meridian  (Tuscaloosa  County) 

T.  17  S..  R.  9  W., 

Sec.  2.  NWV4SE‘A,  NW»ASW‘A; 

Sec.  3.  SWV4SEV4,  SW*A: 

Sec.  4,  NE'ANE'A.  Sl/2NElA,  S'ASW'A: 

Cpr  q  cu  sw  Vi- 

Sec.  10,  NWV4SEV4,  N‘/2,  SW'A; 

Sec.  11.  SEViSEVi,  W'ANW'A; 

Sec.  12.  E'ASEVi; 

Sec.  13,  N  l/2NE  y4,  N  V2SW  ‘A; 

Sec.  14,  E'ANE'A,  Nl/2SE‘A.  SE'ASE'A. 
El/2NWy4; 

Sec.  15,  Wy2NEy4,  NWViSEV., 

NW‘ASWy4,  NW‘A: 

Sec.  22,  El/2SEy4,  NEV4NWV4; 

Sec.  23,  S'ANEVi.  NE'ASE'A; 

Sec.  24,  E‘/2SEy4,  SW'ANW'A; 

Sec.  25,  NEViNEVi,  NE‘ASEy4,  Ey2SWy4: 

Sec.  26,  NWViNWVi; 

Sec.  27,  NE'ANE'A; 

Sec.  36,  E'A,  NElASWV4. 

Containing  3,479.98  Acres. 

Resources  have  been  calculated  for 
underground  mining.  In  place  mineable 
reserves  are  estimated  to  be  30.9  million  tons. 
The  coal  should  average  12,337  Btu/lb.  with 
16.6%  ash  and  2.3%  sulfur.  This  would  classify 
the  coal  as  high  volatile  “A”  bituminous. 

Rental  and  Royalty:  Leases  issued  as 
a  result  of  this  offering  will  provide  for 
payment  of  an  annual  rental  of  $3.00  per 
acre  and  a  royalty  payable  to  the  United 
States  of  12.5  percent  of  the  value  of 
coal  produced  by  strip  or  auger  mining 
methods  and  6.6  percent  of  the  value  of 
coal  produced  by  underground  mining 
methods.  The  value  of  coal  shall  be 
determined  in  accordance  with  30  CFR 
211.63.  The  Department  of  Interior 
recognizes  that  the  Federal  royalty  for 
surface-mined  coal  may  be  inconsistent 
with  local  prevailing  rates.  By  order  of 
the  Secretary,  the  Department  will,  after 
lease  issuance,  immediately  entertain 
applications  for  surface  mining  royalty 
reductions  to  the  level  of  the  prevailing 
market  rate  in  the  area.  The  Department 
does  not  guarantee  that  any  applications 
for  a  royalty  reduction  will  be  granted. 
Roger  L.  Hildebeidel, 

Eastern  States  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16060  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 
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Alabama;  Small  Business  Set-Aside 
Coal  Lease  Offering  by  Sealed  Bid; 
Southern  Appalachian  Federal  Coal 
Production  Region 

U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Eastern 
States  Office,  350  South  Pickett  Street, 
Alexandria,  Virginia  22304.  Notice  is 
hereby  given  that  certain  coal  resources 
in  the  tracts  described  below  in  Walker 
and  Fayette  Counties,  Alabama  will  be 
offered  for  competitive  lease  by  sealed 
bid  of  $25.00  or  more  per  acre  to  the 
qualified  bidder  submitting  the  highest 
bonus  bid  in  accordance  with  the 


provisions  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act  of 
1920  (41  Stat.  437),  as  amended,  and  the 
Department  of  Energy  Organization  Act 
of  August  4, 1977  (91  Stat.  565, 42  U.S.C. 
7101).  The  sale  will  be  held  at  2:00  p.m., 
June  25, 1981,  at  the  State  Capitol  House 
Chambers,  Montgomery,  Alabama.  No 
bids  received  after  4:00  p.m.,  June  24, 

1981,  will  be  considered.  All  bids  must 
be  submitted  to  BLM,  Tuscaloosa 
District  Office,  1315  McFarland 
Boulevard,  East,  Tuscaloosa,  Alabama 
35401. 

Coal  Offered:  Upper  Sulfur  Springs  Church 
Tract  (SBA),  ES  26904 

The  coal  resource  to  be  offered  its  limited 
to  coal  recoverable  by  surface  mining 
methods  in  the  following  land  located 
approximately  10  miles  southeast  of  Berry. 
Fayette  County,  Alabama. 

Huntsville  Meridian 
T.  16  S..  R.  9  W.. 

Sec.  34,  all  of  the  NE'ASE*A  excepting  that 
portion  of  a  tract  (one  acre  more  or  less) 
described  in  Deed  Book  100,  Page  477  on 
file  in  the  Fayette  County  Court  House, 
Fayette,  Alabama. 

Containing  38.94  acres. 

Three  surface  mineable  beds  occur  in  the 
tract.  In  place  mineable  reserves  are 
estimated  to  be  48,900  tons. 

The  coal  quality  is  expected  to  average 
14,005  Btu/lb.  with  5.1%  ash  and  1.6%  sulfur. 

Coal  Offered:  Elm  Grove  Tract,  ES  27220 

The  coal  resource  to  be  offered  is  limited  to 
coal  recoverable  by  surface  mining  methods 
in  the  following  lands  located  approxiately  2 
miles  southwest  of  Carbon  Hill. 

Huntsville  Meridian 
T.  14  S„  R.  10  W.. 

Sec.  4.  SWWSW'A; 

Sec.  5.  NEy4SEy4. 

Containing  79.40  acres. 

One  surface  mineable  bed  occurs  in  this 
tract.  In  place  mineable  reserves  are 
estiumated  to  be  69,000  tons. 

The  coal  quality  is  expected  to  average 
12,270  Btu/lb.  with  14.7%  ash  and  2.0%  sulfur. 

Rental  and  Royalty:  A  lease  issued  as 
a  result  of  this  offering  will  provide  for 
payment  of  an  annual  rental  of  $3.00  per 
acre  and  a  royalty  payable  to  the  United 
States  of  12.5  percent  of  the  value  of 
coal  mined  by  surface  methods.  The 
value  of  coal  shall  be  determined  in 
accordance  with  30  CFR  211.63.  The 
Department  of  the  Interior  recognizes 
that  the  Federal  royalty  for  surface- 
mined  coal  may  be  inconsistent  with 
local  prevailing  rates.  Therefore,  by 
order  of  the  Secretary,  after  lease 
issuance  we  will  immediately  entertain 
applications  for  surface  mining  royalty 
reductions  to  the  level  of  the  prevailing 
market  rate  in  the  area.  However,  we  do 
not  guarantee  that  any  application  for  a 
royalty  reduction  will  be  granted. 
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Special  Bidder  Qualifications:  This 
tract  is  being  offered  for  competitive 
lease  under  the  small  business  set-aside 
provision  of  the  Federal  Coal 
Management  Program.  Bidders  must 
meet  the  small  business  qualification 
requirements  established  by  the  Small 
Business  Administration  in  addition  to 
meeting  the  Federal  coal  lease 
qualification  requirements  of  the  Federal 
Coal  Management  Program. 

Notice  of  Availability:  Bidding 
instructions  and  bidder  qualifications 
are  included  in  the  Detailed  Statement 
of  the  Lease  Sale.  Copies  of  the 
Statement  and  of  the  proposed  coal 
leases  are  available  at  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  Eastern  States 
Office,  350  South  Pickett  Street, 
Alexandria,  Virginia  22304  and  the 
Tuscaloosa  District  Office.  Case  file 
documents  are  available  for  public 
inspection  only  at  the  Eastern  States 
Office. 

Note. — The  Harris  Cemetery  Tract  will  not 
be  offered  on  June  25, 1981,  because  of  lack  of 
surface  owner  consent. 

Roger  L.  Hildebeidel, 

Eastern  States  Director. 

|FR  Doc.  16081  Piled  V 28-61;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  43 10-84 -U 


Alabama;  Lease  Sale  Schedule  for 
Federal  Coal  in  the  Southern 
Appalachian  Federal  Coal  Production 
Region,  Alabama  Subregion 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

action:  Announcement  of  regional  lease 
sale  schedule. 

SUMMARY:  In  accordance  with  43  CFR 
3420.7-1  and  in  compliance  with  40  CFR 
1502.2,  this  notice  contains  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior’s  decision  for  a  regional 
lease  sale  schedule,  as  announced  on 
April  22, 1981,  for  Federal  coal  lease 
tracts  in  the  Alabama  Subregion  of  the 
Southern  Appalachian  Federal  Coal 
Production  Region. 
dates:  The  first  sale  is  scheduled  for 
June  5, 1981.  Subsequent  sale  dates,  see 
the  Supplementary  Information  section. 
ADDRESSES:  The  June  1981  lease  sale 
will  be  held  at  the  Alabama  State 
Capitol,  Montgomery,  Alabama.  The 
location  of  the  remaining  sale  will  be 
announced  at  a  later  date. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Roger  Hildebeidel,  Director,  Easter 
States  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management.  350  South  Pickett  Street, 
Alexandria,  Virginia  22304,  (703)  235- 
2833. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
notice,  as  required  by  43  CFR  3420.7-1 


and  40  CFR  1505.2,  is  to  inform  the 
public  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
has  selected  13  tracts  located  in  the 
Alabama  Subregion  of  the  Southern 
Appalachian  Federal  Coal  Production 
Region  and  has  announced  the  schedule 
for  the  competitive  sale  of  those  tracts. 
The  legal  descriptions  for  the  tracts  to 
be  offered  for  sale  are  listed  at  the  end 
of  this  notice. 

The  tracts  to  be  offered  have  been 
scheduled  in  two  sales.  The  first  sale 
will  be  on  June  25, 1981,  with  the  second 
sale  no  later  than  December  1981.  If  the 
competitive  interest  shown  at  the  two 
sales  is  significant,  additional  tracts 
beyond  the  13  will  be  considered  far 
lease  offering  at  a  third  sale  to  be  held 
as  soon  as  possible  in  Calendar  Year 
1982. 

The  13  tracts  for  sale  in  1981  have 
been  scheduled  as  follows: 

First  Sale— June  25, 1981 
Upper  North  River 
North  River 
Goodwin  Greek 
Harris  Cemetery 
Upper  Sulfur  Springs  Church 
Rock  Springs  Church 
Elm  Grove 

Second  Sale — No  Later  Than  December  1981 
Wiley 

Dividing  Ridge 
Jess  Creek 
Windham  Springs 
Piney  Woods  Church 
Howard 

As  part  of  the  Secretary’s  decision, 
the  Geological  Survey  (GS)  has  been 
directed  to  examine  die  royalty  rates  for 
non-Federal  coal  mined  by  both  surface 
and  underground  methods  in  Alabama. 
The  GS  is  to  report  its  findings  to  the 
Secretary  so  an  appropriate  royalty  rate 
for  the  Federal  coal  can  be  determined 
prior  to  the  lease  sales  for  the 
underground  tracts  in  Alabama.  For  the 
surface  mineable  coal  tracts,  the 
Department  will,  after  lease  issuance, 
entertain  applications  for  a  royalty 
reduction,  if  justified  under  the 
standards  in  Section  39  of  the  Minerol 
Leasing  Act,  30  U.S.C.  209,  to  the 
prevailing  market  rate  in  Alabama. 

A  total  of  26  tracts  were  analyzed  in 
the  regional  lease  sale  environmental 
impact  statement  (EIS).  The  13  tracts 
being  offered  for  sale  contain  an 
estimated  109  million  tons  of  Federal 
mineable  reserves  that  could  result  in  8 
million  tons  of  new  annual  coal 
production  in  the  Alabama  Subregion  by 
1987.  For  some  of  the  13  recommended 
tracts,  the  Secretary's  decision  allows  a 
’’phased-in  leading”  approach  that  will 
ensure  a  higher  degree  of  protection  to 
the  quality  of  the  water  supply  for  the 
City  of  Tuscaloosa.  The  EIS,  released  in 


January  1981,  showed  a  possible 
significant  environmental  impact  could 
occur  to  the  water  quality  for 
Tuscaloosa  if  all  the  coal  tracts  were 
developed  around  the  same  time. 

Three  of  the  13  tracts  to  be  offered 
may  prevent  the  bypass  of  Federal  coal 
or  will  provide  for  maintenance  of 
present  production  levels  at  existing 
mines.  Three  other  tracts  (Harris 
Cemetery,  Upper  Sulfur  Springs  Church, 
and  Elm  Grove)  will  be  set  aside  for 
bidding  by  small  businesses  at  the  June 
1981  sale. 

The  Secretarial  Issue  Document  that 
includes  the  Secretary’s  decision  and 
discusses  the  alternatives  for  leasing 
and  the  national  policies  considered  in 
reaching  the  decision  is  available  upon 
request  from  the  Eastern  States  Director 
at  the  above  address. 

Arnold  E.  Petty, 

Acting  Associate  Director,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management 

Approved: 

David  C.  Russell, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Land  and  Water 
Resources. 

May  22, 1981. 

1.  Legal  Description  of  Federal  Coal  ia 
Upper  North  River  Tract. 

T.  18  S.,  R.  10  W„  Huntsville  Principal 
Meridian 

Sec.  28.  NW>ASWV4. 

Containing  approximately  40  acres  in 
Fayette  County. 

2.  Legal  Description  of  Federal  Coal  in 
North  River  Tract 

T.  17  S.,  R.  10  W.,  Huntsville  Principal 
Meridian 

Sec.  3.  NEV4;  EttSEK; 

Sec.  4.  NV4SW14;  SWV4NWV4; 

Sec.  5.  EVfeSEVi;  NE'ASWVi;  EViNWW; 
Sec.  10.  NWViNEW  NEKNWW; 

Sec.  12.  SEViSEVi; 

Sec.  13.  NEViNEVi;  EVkSEVfc; 

Sec.  15.  NV4NEV4;  SEV4NEV4; 

Sec.  17.  SEV4NEV4;  WVfcSEVfc; 

Sec.  21.  SWy4NEy4;  NWyiSEtt; 

Sec.  22.  Ny*NEy4;  SWViSWK. 

Containing  approximately  1,197.5  acres  in 
Tuscaloosa  County. 

3.  Legal  Description  of  Federal  Coal  in 
Goodwin  Creek  Tract. 

T.  12  S.,  R.  10  W..  Huntsville  Principal 
Meridian 
Sec.  19.  SEy4SEy4; 

Sec.  30.  SW14NEV4;  SEViNWtt; 

wv<£Nwy4. 

Containing  approximately  201.2  acres  ia 
Walker  County. 

4.  Legal  Description  of  Federal  Coal  in 
Harris  Cemetery  Tract. 

T.  14  S.,  R.  10  W„  Huntsville  Principal 
Meridian 
Sec.  5.  SE'ASW'A. 

Containing  approximately  40  acree  in 
Fayette  County. 

5.  Legal  Description  of  Federal  Coal  in 
Upper  Sulfur  Springs  Church  Tract. 
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T.  16  S..  R.  9  W.,  Huntsville  Principal 
Meridian 

Sec.  34.  All  of  the  NE'ASE'A  except  that 
portion  of  a  tract  (one  acre  more  or  less) 
described  in  Deed  Book  100.  page  477,  on 
file  in  the  Fayette  County  Courthouse, 
Fayette,  Alabama. 

Containing  approximately  38.94  acres  in 
Fayette  County. 

6.  Legal  Description  of  Federal  Coal  in 
Rock  Springs  Church  Tract. 

T.  17  S..  R.  9  W.,  Huntsville  Principal 
Meridian 

Sec.  2.  N  W'ASE'A:  NW'ASW'/i; 

Sec.  3.  SW'ASE'A;  SW'A; 

Sec.  4.  NE'ANE'A;  S'ANE'A;  S'ASW'A; 

Sec.  9.  E'A;  SWA; 

Sec.  10.  NW VASE VA;  N'A:  SWA; 

Sec.  11.  SE'ASE'A;  WAN  W'A: 

Sec.  12.  EVzSEVA: 

Sec.  13.  N'A  NE'A;  N'ASW'A; 

Sec.  14.  E'ANE'A:  N'ASE'A:  SE'ASE'A; 
E'ANWVi; 

Sec.  15.  W'ANE'A:  NW'ASE'A: 

NWVASVVVA:  NW'A; 

Sec.  22.  E'ASE'A;  NEVANWVA; 

Sec.  23.  SM-NEy*;  NE'ASE'A; 

Sec.  24.  E'ASE'A;  SW'ANWVi: 

Sec.  25.  NE'ANE'A:  NE'ASE'A:  E'ASW'A; 
Sec.  26.  NWWiNW'A; 

Sec.  27.  NE'ANE'A: 

Sec.  36.  Ey2;  NEy4SW'A;  E'ANW'A. 
Containing  approximately  3,479.98  acres  in 
Tuscaloosa  County. 

7.  Legal  Description  of  Federal  Coal  in  Elm 
Grove  Tract. 

T.  14  S..  R.  10  W,  Huntsville  Principal 
Meridian 

Sec.  4.  SWVASW'A; 

Sec.  5.  NE'ASE'A. 

Containing  approximately  79.9  acres  in 
Fayette  County. 

8.  Legal  Description  of  Federal  Coal  in 
Wiley  Tract. 

T.  17  S..  R.  9  W.,  Huntsville  Principal 
Meridian 
Sec.  30.  E'ASEVi; 

Sec.  31.  NEViNE'A;  S'ANE'A;  SE'ANW'A; 
Sec.  32.  E'ANE'A;  W'ASW'A;  SE'ANW'A; 
W'ANW'A. 

T.  17  S..  R.  10  W. 

Sec.  25.  NW'ASW'A; 

Sec.  26.  NE'ASE'A;  NW'ASW'A: 

Sec.  27.  W'ANW'A; 

Sec.  28.  SE'ANEVA; 

Qpp  14  NF  Vi <1F  Vi- 

Sec.  35.  NW'ANE'A;  SE'ANEVA;  E'ASW'A: 
NEViNWy*; 

Sec.  36.  SE'ANE'A;  N'ASW'A;  SE'ANW'A. 
T.  8  S..  R.  9  W. 

Sec.  6.  SW'ANEVA;  WVfeSW'A;  S'ANW'A; 
NEVANWVA; 

Sec.  7.  S'ANE'A;  N'ANW'A. 

T.  18  S..  R.  10  W. 

Sec.  1.  N'ASE'A;  SW'ASE'A;  SE'ASW'A: 

NE'ANW'A; 

Sec.  11.  E'ANE'A; 

Sec.  12.  NW'ANE'A;  SE'ASW'A. 

Containing  approximately  1.919.73  acres  in 
Tuscaloosa  County. 

9.  Legal  Description  of  Federal  Coal  in 
Dividing  Ridge  Tract. 

T.  16  S.,  R.  9  W.,  Huntsville  Principal 
Meridian 

Sec.  15.  NW'ASW'A: 


Sec.  21.  E'ANE'A;  NW'ANE'A;  NE'ASE'A; 
Sec.  22.  S'/2N'/2;  N'/2S'/2;  NW'ANW'A; 

Sec.  23.  W'ASW'A. 

Containing  approximately  638  acres  in 
Fayette  County. 

10.  Legal  Description  of  Federal  Coal  in 
Jess  Creek  Tract. 

T.  14  S.,  R.  9  W.,  Huntsville  Principal 
Meridian 
Sec.  7.  W'ANE 'A; 

Sec.  17.  NE'A;  E'ASEVA;  W'ASW'A; 

Sec.  18.  SEVA;  S'ANEVA;  NW'ANE'A; 
E'AW'A: 

Sec.  19.  NE'A;  W'ASE'A;  E'ASW'A; 

Sec.  20.  W'ASE'A;  NW'A;  SW'ANE'A: 
E'ASW'A; 

Sec.  21.  SE'A:  E'ASW'A;  NW'ASW'A; 
NW'A. 

Containing  approximately  1.960  acres  in 
Walker  County. 

11.  Legal  Description  of  Federal  Coal  in 
Windham  Springs  Tract. 

T.  18  S.,  R.  9  W.,  Huntsville  Principal 
Meridian 

Sec.  17.  SW'ASW'A; 

Sec.  18.  N'ASE'A;  SE'ANW'A; 

Sec.  19.  S'A;  SW'ANW'A; 

Sec.  20.  SW'ASW'A; 

Sec.  21.  NE'ASEWu 
Sec.  22.  S'ANE'A;  S'A;  SE'ANW'A; 
NW'ANWy4l 

Sec.  27.  WANE 'A;  S'A;  NW'A; 

Sec.  28.  NVfeS'A;  SW'ANW'A; 

Sec.  29.  N'ASE'A;  S'ASW'A; 

Sec.  31.  All; 

Sec.  32.  Sy2S'A; 

Sec.  33.  Ny2;  NE'ASE'A;  S'ASW'A; 

NE 'AS  W'A; 

Sec.  34.  N'A:  N'AS'A;  S'ASE'A; 

Sec.  35.  E'AEVfe;  W'AW'A;  NW'ANE'A; 
SW'ASE'A;  NE'ANW'A. 

T.  18  S.,  R.  10  W., 

Sec.  13.  NW'A  SE'A;  NE'ASE'A;  S'ASy2; 
Sec.  14.  SE'ASE'A; 

Sec.  24.  N'A;  Ny2SE*A;  SW'ASE'A; 
NE'ASW'A; 

Sec.  25.  NW'ANE'A;  SW'ASE'A;  N 'AS W'A; 
E'ANWy4i 

Sec.  26.  N'A;  N'ASE'A; 

Sec.  27.  SE'ANE'A;  NE'ASE'A; 

Sec.  36.  W'ANE'A;  SE'ANE'A;  NE'ANW'A. 
Containing  approximately  7,439.1  acres  in 
Tuscaloosa  County. 

12.  Legal  Description  of  Federal  Coal  in 
Piney  Woods  Church  Tract. 

T.  18  S.,  R.  9  W.,  Huntsville  Principal 
Meridian 

Sec.  29.  N'ASEVA,  that  portion  west  of 
Crabbe  Road;  S'ASW'A; 

Sec.  30.  S'ASE'A; 

Sec.  31.  N'AN'A. 

T.  18  S.,  R.  10  W.,  Huntsville  Principal 
Meridian 

Sec.  25.  SW'ASE'A; 

Sec.  36.  NW'ANE'A;  NE'ANW'A. 
Containing  approximately  481.33  acres  in 
Tuscaloosa  County. 

13.  Legal  Description  of  Federal  Coal  in 
Howard  Tract. 

T.  14  S.,  R.  10  W.,  Huntsville  Principal 
Meridian 

Sec.  2.  SW'ANEVi;  S'ASE'A;  NW'ASE'A; 
S'ASW'A; 


Sec.  11.  W'ANE'A;  partial  NE'ANE'A: 
partial  SE'ANE'A;  SW'ASE'A;  SW'A; 
E'ASW'ANW'A;  E 'A NW'A. 
Containing  approximately  815  acres  in 
Fayette  County. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16108  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  om| 

BILLING  COOE  4310-84-M 


(Colorado  3656  WR] 

Multiple  Use  Classification:  Partial 
Termination 

May  21, 1981. 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  delegated  by 
Bureau  Order  No.  701  dated  July  23,  1964 
(29  FR  10526),  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  Multiple  Use  Classification 
Order  dated  June  4, 1968  (Serial  No.  C 
3656),  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
June  13, 1968,  Vol.  33,  No.  115,  p.  8682,  is 
hereby  terminated  as  to  the  following 
described  lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian 

Crawford  Site 
T.  15  S..  R.  91  W. 

Section  31.  Lot  1,  NE'ASW'A,  N'ANE'A. 
Containing  160.52  acres  in  Delta  County. 

2.  At  7:45  a.m.  on  July  2, 1981  the  lands 
shall  be  open  to  the  public  land  laws, 
including  the  U.S.  mining  laws,  subject 
to  any  valid  rights  and  the  provisions  of 
existing  withdrawals. 

3.  The  lands  have  been  and  remain 
open  to  filing  under  the  mineral  leasing 
laws. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  lands  should 
be  addressed  to  the  undersigned, 
Attention:  Alvah  Q.  Whitledge,  Acting 
Chief,  Withdrawal  Section,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  2000  Arapahoe 
Street,  Denver,  Colorado  80205. 

George  C.  Francis, 

State  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16079  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


[Colorado  8085  WR] 

Multiple  Use  Classification:  Partial 
Termination 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  delegated  by 
Bureau  Order  No.  701  dated  July  23, 1964 
(29  FR  10526),  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  Multiple  Use  Classification 
Order  dated  February  19, 1969  (Serial 
No.  C  8085),  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  February  27, 1969,  Vol.  34,  No. 
39,  p.  2676,  is  hereby  terminated  as  to 
the  following  described  lands: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian 
Elk  Park  Site 
T.  42  N.,  R.  7  W. 

Section  20,  NE'ANE'A 
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Kendall  Ski  Area 
T.  41  N.,  R.  7  W. 

Section  16,  S'/zNWViSW'A,  N%SW!ASWA 
Section  17.  SVfeNEtASEVi,  N'/2SE%SEV4, 
NEV4SW‘/«SEV4 
Excluding  patented  lands 
Containing  approximately  130  acres  in  San 
Juan  County. 

2.  At  7:45  a.m.  on  July  2, 1981  the  lands 
shall  be  open  to  the  public  land  laws, 
including  the  U.S.  mining  laws,  subject 
to  any  valid  rights  and  the  provisions  of 
existing  withdrawals. 

3.  The  lands  have  been  and  remain 
open  to  filing  under  the  mineral  leasing 
laws. 

Ihquiries  concerning  the  lands  should 
be  addressed  to  the  undersigned, 
Attention:  Alvah  Q.  Whitledge,  Acting 
Chief,  Withdrawal  Section,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  2000  Arapahoe 
Street,  Denver,  Colorado  80205. 

George  C.  Francis, 

State  Director. 

|FR  Doc.  81-15993  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  .im| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 

New  Mexico  &  Colorado  San  Juan 
River  Regional  Coal  Team  Meeting 

May  22, 1981. 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
ACTION:  Public  Hearing  and  Opening  of 
a  Comment  Period. 

SUMMARY:  The  New  Mexico  State  Office 
of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
advises  the  public  that  hearings  will  be 
held  to  receive  oral  and  written 
comments  in  order  to  assist  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  through  the  San 
Juan  River  Regional  Coal  Team,  in  his 
review  of  the  Federal  coal  production 
goals  for  the  San  Juan  River  Coal 
Production  Region.  The  hearings  will  be 
held  in  Albuquerque  and  Farmington, 
New  Mexico.  Individuals  wishing  to 
comment  orally  at  the  public  hearings 
are  asked  to  provide  written  copies  of 
their  remarks  if  possible.  Oral  and 
written  comments  will  be  accepted  at 
the  public  hearings.  Written  comments 
should  be  addressed  to  the  New  Mexico 
State  Director  at  the  address  given 
below. 

DATE:  Written  comments  will  be 
accepted  until  close  of  business,  August 
17, 1981.  Public  hearings  will  be  held  in 
Albuquerque,  New  Mexico  on  July  13, 
1981  and  in  Farmington,  New  Mexico  on 
July  16, 1981.  The  hearings  will  start  at 
10:00  a.m. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  on  the 
production  goals  should  be  addressed  to 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  New 
Mexico  State  Director,  P.O.  Box  1449, 
Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico  87501.  The  public 
hearing  will  be  held  in  Albuquerque, 


New  Mexico,  in  the  Cochiti-Taos  Rooms, 
Albuquerque  Convention  Center  and  in 
Farmington,  New  Mexico,  at  The  Inn, 

700  Scott  Ave. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 

Gene  Day,  San  Juan  River  Project 
Manager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
P.O.  Box  1449,  Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico 
87501.  Telephone  (505)  988-6226. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Department  of  Energy  (DOE)  issued 
updated  national  and  regional  coal 
production  goals  on  January  26, 1981. 
These  coal  production  goals  are 
intended  to  guide  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  (DOI)  and  the  Regional  Coal 
Team  (RCT)  in  setting  a  Federal  leasing 
target  for  the  San  Juan  River  Federal 
Coal  Production  Region 

DOE  Final  Production  Goals  San  Juan  River 
Region 

(Million  tons  annually] 


1990 

1995 

. .  54.5 

57.6 

. - . .  57.6 

61.2 

High . 

.  58.9 

63.7 

The  coal  production  goals  developed 
by  DOE  are  provided  at  three  levels  of 
energy  consumption  growth  rates — low, 
medium  and  high.  Due  to  the 
uncertainties  regarding  coal 
consumption  over  the  next  10-15  years, 
especially  for  electric  utilities  and 
synthetic  fuels,  the  range  in  the  goals  is 
substantial.  The  DOE  final  production 
goals  have  been  provided  to  the  San 
Juan  River  RCT. 

The  Federal  Coal  Management 
Regulations  (43  CFR  3420.3— 2(d))  require 
that  the  RCT  consider  the  regional 
situation  and  recommend  adjustments  to 
the  regional  production  goals  based  on 
such  factors  as:  (1)  public  comment 
received  in  w’riting  or  in  hearing(s)  held 
by  the  team  in  the  region,  (2)  State 
Government,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  State  Office,  Indian  Tribe 
and  regional  development  policies,  (3) 
administrative  capacity  to  satisfy  the 
indicated  level  of  leasing  based  on  the 
final  production  goals,  and  (4)  other 
information  available  to  the  Regional 
Coal  Team  which  they  believe  should 
receive  consideration  by  the  Secretary 
in  his  review  of  the  final  regional 
production  goals. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  call  for 
public  comment  on  the  production  goals 
in  order  to  assist  the  RCT  in  formulating 
its  recommendations  to  the  Secretary. 
Larry  L  Woodard, 

Associate  State  Director. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10077  Tiled  5-28-81;  8:45  <im| 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-84-M 


13350-1] 

Outer  Continental  Shelf  Advisory 
Board;  Alaska  Regional  Technical 
Working  Group  Committee;  Meeting 

This  notice  is  issued  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act,  Pub.  L.  92-643. 

The  Alaska  Regional  Technical 
Working  Group  Commitee  of  the 
National  Advisory  Board  will  hold  a 
meeting  on  June  24-25, 1981,  beginning 
at  9  a.m.  in  Mountainview  Conference 
Room,  Alaska  OCS  Office,  620  East  10th 
Avenue,  Anchorage,  Alaska. 

The  meeting  will  cover  the  following 
principal  subjects: 

— The  proposed  April  1981  OCS 
leasing  schedule 

— The  supplemental  EIS  on  the  April 
1981  proposed  schedule 
— The  planning  unit  concept 
— The  streamlining  process 
— Fiscal  year  1982  technical 
development  plans  for  studies 
— Fiscal  year  1983  Regional  Studies 
Plan 

— Scale  60  proposed  notice  of  sale 
— NERBC  study  products 
The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
Public  attendance  may  be  limited  by  the 
space  available.  Summary  minutes  of 
the  meeting  will  be  available  at  the 
Alaska  OCS  Office  for  public  inspection 
and  copying  3  weeks  after  the  meeting. 

For  further  information,  contact  Gordy 
Euler  at  the  Alaska  OCS  Office,  (907)  276- 
2955. 

Dated:  May  19, 1981. 

Robert  J.  Brock, 

Acting  Manager,  Alaska  OCS  Office. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16074  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 

Shoshone  and  Benewah  Counties, 
Idaho;  Realty  Action,  Exchange  of 
Public  Lands 

May  22, 1981. 

The  following  described  lands  have 
been  examined  and  determined  through 
the  public  land  use  planning  process  to 
be  suitable  for  disposal  by  exchange 
under  Section  206  of  the  Federal  Land 
Policy  and  Management  Act  of  October 
21, 1976,  43  U.S.C.  1716: 

B.M. — Shoshone  County,  Idaho 

T  dflN  R  ?  F 

Sec.  10-lot  2.  m/V*S\NV*. 

70.25  acres. 

The  public  lands  are  hereby 
segregated  from  all  forms  of 
appropriation  under  the  public  land 
laws  including  the  mining  laws  for  a 
period  of  two  (2)  years. 
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The  classification  decision  of  May  24, 
1978  as  it  affects  Lot  2,  Sec.  10,  T.  48  N.. 

R.  3  E.,  B.M.  is  hereby  ammended  to 
allow  the  transfer  of  title  by  exchange 
under  Sec.  206  of  the  Federal  Land 
Policy  and  Management  Act  (FLPMA)  of 
October  21, 1976. 

In  exchange  for  these  lands,  the 
Federal  Government  will  acquire  a  tract 
of  private  land  in  Benewah  County, 

Idaho  described  as  follows: 

B.M — Benewah  County,  Idaho 

T.  47  N.,  R  .1  W„ 

Sec.  31 — SEV^NEVi,  ^‘ASEVi,  Lot  11. 

110.42  acres. 

The  purpose  of  this  exchange  is  to 
allow  various  actions  as  follows: 

1.  Allow  the  Sunshine  Mining 
Company  to  obtain  fee  title  to  lands 
they  partially  developed  as  part  of  a 
Golf  and  Tennis  Club  facility  as 
authorized  under  Recreation  and  Public 
Purposes  Lease  1-14403  for  the  Shoshone 
Golf  and  Tennis  Club,  Inc. 

2.  Make  possible  the  fee  title  transfer 
of  the  land  and  facilities  thereon  to  the 
Shoshone  Golf  and  Tennis  Club,  Inc.  as 
agreed  upon  by  the  Sunshine  Mining 
Co.: 

3.  Make  possible  for  transfer  of  the 
roads  constructed  to  county  acceptance 
standards  to  Shoshone  County  as  agreed 
upon  with  the  Shoshone  County 
Commissioners: 

4.  Allow  the  development, 
maintenance,  management  and  control 
of  a  water  system  which  will  serve  the 
Shoshone  Golf  and  Tennis  Club,  the 
executive  housing  for  the  Sunshine 
Mine,  and  the  mines  metal  processing 
facilities  and  offices;  and 

5.  Allow  for  the  full  development  of 
the  lands  adjacent  to  this  golf  course 
and  mine  properties  without  repeated 
applications  and  grants  of  rights-of-yvay 
and  other  permits  which  may  be 
required  by  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management. 

Construction  of  this  golf  course 
replaced  the  course  now  occupied  by 
the  Sunshine  Mining  Company’s  tailings 
impoundment. 

The  Shoshone  Golf  and  Tennis  Club, 
Inc.  is  a  non-profit  organization  which  is 
supported  by  the  local  mining  industry 
and  other  private  and  county 
organizations. 

The  Shoshone  Golf  and  Tennis  Club. 
Inc.  desires  and  needs  a  new  locations 
for  a  water  storage  facility  and 
waterlines  in  the  NE'ASWVi,  Sec.  10,  T. 
48  N.,  R.  3  E.,  B.M.  to  provide  adequate 
water  for  fire  protection  and  domestic 
use  for  the  club’s  facilities.  The 
Sunshine  Mining  Company  has  agreed 
to  construct  these  facilities  in  accord 
with  Public  Health  and  Safety  Standards 


to  provide  sufficient  water  for  domestic 
and  fire  protection  use. 

Examination  of  the  public  land 
records  and  the  public  land  involved 
revealed  there  are  mining  claims  of 
record.  The  Sunshine  Mining  company  is 
attempting  to  deal  with  all  claimants 
equitably.  All  claimants  of  record  should 
contact  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
and  the  Sunshine  Mining  company  to 
resolve  any  claim  to  minerals  that  may 
be  in  these  lands. 

The  public  interest  will  be  well  served 
by  making  this  exchange.  The  terms  and 
conditions  applicable  to  the  exchange 
are: 

1.  The  exchange  will  be  for  fee  title 
transfer  for  all  lands  involved  on  an 
equal  value  basis  with  monetary 
equalization  if  necessary.  Preliminary 
value  estimates  indicate  the  lands 
involved  are  near  equal  value. 

2.  The  public  lands  selected  and 
proposed  to  be  patented  will  be  subject 
to  the  following  reservations: 

a.  A  ditches  and  canals  reservation 
common  to  all  patents  issued. 

b.  A  right-of-way  for  50  feet  on  either 
side  of  the  centerline  of  the  existing 
Washington  Water  Power  transmission 
line  as  authorized  under  Serial  No.  I- 
09108  and  Federal  Power  Commission 
(FPC)  license  for  Power  Project  1072  as 
withdrawn  by  FPC  Order  of  December  3, 
1941. 

c.  A  right-of-way  for  25  feet  on  either 
side  of  the  centerline  at  the  existing 
Washington  Water  Power  natural  gas 
pipeline  as  authorized  under  Serial 
Number  1-016691. 

d.  A  road  right-of-way  as  surveyed  for 
30  feet  on  either  side  of  its  centerline 
from  the  intersection  with  the  road  to  be 
transferred  to  Shoshone  County  along 
the  existing  ridge  road  southerly  to  the 
south  boundary  of  the  NWV4SW V*,  Sec. 
10,  T.48N.,  R.3E.,  B.M. 

The  lands  the  Sunshine  Mining 
Company  proposes  to  deed  to  the 
United  States  in  exchange  would  not  be 
affected  by  any  reservations  other  than 
the  ditches  and  canal  reservation 
originally  reserved  by  the  United  States. 

The  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  will  segregate  the 
public  lands  described  above  from 
appropriation  under  the  public  land 
laws,  including  the  mining  laws.  As 
provided  by  the  regulations  of  43  CFR 
2201.1(b),  any  subsequently  tendered 
application,  allowance  of  which  is 
discretionary,  shall  not  be  accepted  and 
shall  be  returned  to  the  applicant. 

Detailed  information  concerning  the 
exchange,  including  the  environmental 
assessment  and  the  record  of  public 
discussions,  is  available  for  review  at 
the  Coeur  d'Alene  District  Office,  P.O. 
Box  1889, 1808  North  3rd,  Coeur  d’Alene, 


Idaho  83814.  For  a  period  of  45  days 
interested  parties  may  submit  comments 
to  the  District  Manager,  Coeur  d’Alene 
District  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  at  the  above  address. 

Any  adverse  comments  will  be 
evaluated  by  the  authorized  officer  who 
may  vacate  or  modify  this  realty  action 
and  issue  a  final  determination.  In  the 
absence  of  any  adverse  comments,  this 
realty  action  will  become  the  final 
determination  of  the  department. 

Wayne  Jinne, 

Acting  District  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16008  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

Endangered  Species  Permit;  Receipt 
of  Applications 

The  applicants  listed  below  wish  to 
conduct  various  activities  with 
Endangered  Species: 

Applicant:  Louisiana  Department  of  Wildlife 
and  Fisheries,  New  Orleans,  LA  PRT  2- 
7994 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
capture,  handle,  mark,  radio-tag, 
relocate  and  release  American  alligators 
[Alligator  mississippiensis)  for  the 
purpose  of  scientific  research  in  the 
state  of  Louisiana. 

Applicant:  Terry  Lilley,  Morro  Bay,  CA;  PRT 
2-7998 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
import  five  (5)  Jamaican  boas  [Epicrates 
subflavus )  from  the  Hope  Zoo,  Kingston, 
Jamaica  to  Morro  Bay,  California  for 
enhancement  of  propagation  and 
scientific  research. 

Humane  care  and  treatment  during 
transport,  if  applicable,  has  been 
indicated  by  the  applicants. 

Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  these  applications  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  in  Room  601, 1000  N. 
Glebe  Road,  Arlington,  Virginia,  or  by 
writing  to  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  WPO,  P.O.  Box  3654,  Arlington, 
VA  22203. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
these  applications  on  or  before  June  29, 
1981,  by  submitting  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  to  the  Director  at  the 
above  address. 

Dated:  May  21, 1981. 

Larry  LaRochelle, 

Acting  Chief,  Permit  Branch,  Federal  Wildlife 
Permit  Office,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  81-16095  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-55-M 
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Endangered  Species  Permit;  Receipt 
of  Applications 

The  applicants  listed  below  wish  to 
conduct  various  activities  with 
endangered  Species: 

Applicant:  Knoxville  Zoological  Park, 
Knoxville,  TN;  PRT  2-7737 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to  be 
authorized  to  receive  and  possess 
injured  or  orphaned  endangered  birds 
brought  to  the  zoo  by  private  citizens  for 
enhancement  of  survival,  rehabilitation, 
and  release  to  the  wild. 

Applicant:  Tennessee  Valley  Authority, 
Norris,  TN;  PRT  2-4252 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
take  up  to  ten  (10)  gravid  Cumberland 
monkeyface  pearly  mussels  ( Quadrula 
intremedia )  per  year  in  1981  and  1982 
from  the  Powell  River  in  Virginia  and 
Tennessee  to  obtain  glochidia  to  be  used 
for  scientific  research  to  determine  the 
fish  host(s). 

Humane  care  and  treatment  during 
transport,  if  applicable,  has  been 
indicated  by  the  applicants. 

Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  these  applications  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  in  Room  601, 1000  N. 
Glebe  Road,  Arlington,  Virginia,  or  by 
writing  to  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  WPO,  P.O.  Box  3654,  Arlington, 
VA  22203. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
these  applications  on  or  before  June  29, 
1981,  by  submitting  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  to  the  Director  at  the 
above  address. 

Dated:  May  26, 1981. 

Steve  Funderburk, 

Acting  Chief,  Branch  of  Permits,  Federal 
Wildlife  Permit  Office,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16096  Filed  6-28-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-55-M 


Endangered  Species  Permit;  Receipt 
of  Application 

Applicant:  San  Diego  Zoological 

Gardens,  San  Diego,  CA. 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
import  urine  samples  from  brown 
hyenas  [Hyaena  brunnea)  from  the 
Assiniboine  Park  Zoo,  Winnipeg, 
Manitoba,  Canada  for  scientific 
research. 

Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  this  application  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  in  Room  601, 1000  N. 
Glebe  Road,  Arlington.  Virginia,  or  by 
writing  to  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Federal  Wildlife  Permit  Office, 
P.O.  Box  3654,  Arlington,  VA  22203. 


This  application  has  been  assigned 
file  number  PRT  2-8013.  Interested 
persons  may  comment  on  this 
application  on  or  before  June  29, 1981, 
by  submitting  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  to  the  Director  at  the  above 
address.  Please  refer  to  the  file  number 
when  submitting  comments. 

Dated:  May  26, 1981. 

Steven  L.  Funderburk, 

Acting  Chief,  Branch  of  Permits,  Federal 
Wildlife  Permit  Office,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16097  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-55-M 


Receipt  of  Application  for  Permit 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
Applicant  has  applied  in  due  form  for  an 
amendment  to  his  Permit  to  take  sea 
otters  as  authorized  by  the  Marine 
Mammal  Protection  Act  of  1972  (16 
U.S.C.  1361-1407),  and  the  regulations 
governing  the  taking  and  importing  of 
Marine  Mammals  (50  CFR  Part  18). 

1.  Applicant: 

a.  Name:  Donald  B.  Siniff  and  John  R. 

Tester. 

b.  Address:  University  of  Minnesota, 
Minneapolis,  MN  55455. 

2.  Type  of  permit:  Scientific  Research. 

3.  Name  and  Number  of  Animals:  300  sea 
otters  [Enhydra  lutris). 

4.  Type  of  Activity:  capture  for  tagging  and 
extraction  of  premolar. 

5.  Location  of  Activity:  100  otters  will  be 
taken  at  Amchitka  Island,  AK;  200  in  Prince 
William  Sound. 

6.  Period  of  Activity:  until  31  July  1982. 

The  purpose  of  this  application  is  to 
(1)  gather  data  on  population  dynamics 
and  social  behavior  (2)  investigate  use 
of  premolars  in  aging  technique  and  (3) 
determine  feasibility  of  using  a  capture 
pistol  for  territorial  males. 

Concurrent  with  the  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  the 
Federal  Wildlife  Permit  Office  is 
forwarding  copies  of  this  application  to 
the  Marine  Mammal  Commission  and 
the  Committee  of  Scientific  Advisors. 

The  application  has  been  assigned  file 
number  PRT  2-4114.  Written  data  or 
views,  or  requests  for  copies  of  the 
complete  application  or  for  a  public 
hearing  on  this  application  should  be 
submitted  to  the  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  (WPO),  Washington, 
D.C.  20240,  on  or  before  June  29, 1981. 
Those  individuals  requesting  a  hearing 
should  set  forth  the  specific  reasons 
why  a  hearing  on  this  particular 
application  would  be  appropriate.  The 
holding  of  such  hearing  is  at  the 
discretion  of  the  Director. 

All  statements  and  opinions  contained 
in  this  application  are  summaries  of 
those  of  the  Applicant  and  do  not 


necessarily  reflect  the  views  of  the 
United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

Documents  submitted  in  connection 
with  the  above  application  are  available 
for  review  during  normal  business  hours 
in  Room  605, 1000  North  Glebe  Road, 
Arlington,  Virginia. 

Dated:  May  21, 1981. 

Larry  LaRochelle, 

Acting  Chief,  Branch  of  Permits,  Federal 
Wildlife  Permit  Office. 

(FR  Doc.  81-16098  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-55-M 


Geological  Survey 

Request  for  Public  Comment  on 
Maximum  Economic  Recovery  and  Fair 
Market  Value 

AGENCY:  Geological  Survey,  Department 
of  the  Interior. 

The  U.S.  Geological  Survey  has 
delineated  two  tracts,  one  known  as  the 
China  Butte  tract  and  the  other  as  the 
Red  Rim  tract,  as  candidates  for 
possible  lease  sale  in  the  Green  River- 
Hams  Fork  coal  production  region  in 
Wyoming.  These  two  tracts  are 
currently  under  consideration  for  leasing 
by  the  Department  of  the  Interior.  Each 
tract  lies  within  a  checkerboard 
ownership  pattern  as  a  result  of  a 
Federal  railroad  land  grant.  The  Federal 
acreages  included  in  the  China  Butte 
tract,  if  offered,  will  be  offered  for  lease 
singly,  i.e.,  not  in  conjunction  with  the 
interspersed  private  tracts. 

The  U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior  is 
currently  attempting  to  reach  a 
cooperative  agreement  with  the  holder 
of  the  interspersed  private  coal  sections 
in  the  Red  Rim  tract.  If  such  a 
cooperative  agreement  is  reached,  the 
private  coal  sections  would  be  offered  in 
conjunction  with  the  Federal  Red  Rim 
sections.  The  results  of  those 
negotiations  cannot  be  determined  at 
this  time;  however,  the  U.S.  Geological 
Survey  is  requesting  comments  on  fair 
market  value  for  the  Federal  coal, 
whether  the  Red  Rim  tract  is  offered  for 
lease  sale  with  or  without  a  cooperative 
agreement. 

A  description  of  the  two  tracts  is 
contained  in  Table  I.  More  complete 
geologic  data  on  these  tracts  are 
available  in  the  tract  delineation  reports 
and  the  economic  recovery  potential 
analysis  report  for  each  tract.  These 
reports  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Deputy 
Conservation  Manager  for  Resource 
Evaluation,  North  Central  Region, 
Conservation  Division,  U.S.  Geological 
Survey,  100  East  "B"  Street,  Room  2001, 
Casper,  Wyoming  82601.  Additional 
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data  on  these  tracts  are  available  from 
the  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  (FEIS).  Copies  of  the  FEIS  are 
available  from  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  (BLM)  State  Office,  2515 
Warren  Avenue,  Cheyenne,  Wyoming 
82001. 

The  public  is  invited  to  submit  written 
comments  on  the  fair  market  value  of 
the  listed  tracts  to  the  U.S.  Geological 
Survey.  Comments  should  address,  but 
not  necessarily  be  limited  to,  the 
following: 

1.  The  quantity  and  quality  of  the  coal 
resource  for  each  tract  by  seam(s). 

2.  The  mining  method  or  methods 
which  would  achieve  maximum 
economic  recovery  of  the  coal,  including 
specification  of  seams  to  be  mined  on 
each  tract  and  the  most  desirable  timing 
and  the  rate  of  production. 

3.  The  demonstrated  and  recoverable 
reserves  of  coal  on  each  tract  by 
seam(s). 

4.  Which  of  the  tracts,  if  any,  should 
be  evaluated  as  part  of  a  larger  mining 
unit  (i.e.,  those  tracts  which  do  not  in 
themselves  form  a  logical  mining  unit). 

5.  The  configuration  of  the  larger 
mining  unit  of  which  the  tract  may  be  a 
part. 

6.  Restrictions  to  mining  which  may 
affect  coal  recovery. 

7.  The  price  that  the  mined  coal  would 
bring  in  the  marketplace. 


8.  The  cost  of  producing  the  coal 
including  mining  and  reclamation  costs. 

9.  The  percentage  rate  at  which 
anticipated  income  streams  should  be 
discounted,  either  in  the  absence  of 
inflation  or  including  inflation,  in  which 
case  the  anticipated  rate  of  inflation 
should  be  given. 

10.  Depreciation  and  other  accounting 
factors. 

11.  The  value  of  the  surface  estate 
where  privately  held. 

12.  Documented  information  on  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  recent  and 
similar  coal  land  transactions  in  the 
lease  sale  area. 

If  information  submitted  is  considered 
to  be  proprietary,  the  information  should 
be  so  labeled  in  the  first  page  of  any 
written  comment(s).  The  U.S.  Geological 
Survey  will  treat  any  submitted 
information  as  being  confidential  if  so 
requested  by  any  person(s),  Firm(s),  or 
organization(s)  and  if  authorized  by  the 
exemption  provisions  of  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act.  Comments  should  be 
sent  to  the  Conservation  Manager,  North 
Central  Region,  Conservation  Division, 
U.S.  Geological  Survey,  100  East  “B" 
Street,  Room  4130,  Casper,  Wyoming 
82601.  Comments  should  be  received  no 
later  than  30  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice. 

This  request  for  comments  should  not 
be  interpreted  as  a  firm  commitment  by 


the  Federal  Government  to  lease  either 
of  the  tracts  listed  herein.  Any  decision 
to  offer  for  public  lease  sale  either  or 
both  of  these  tracts  will  be  made  in  a 
public  notice  of  sale  issued  by  the  BLM 
not  less  than  30  days  prior  to  any  sale. 
These  procedures  are  in  accordance 
with  the  procedures  specified  in  the  43 
CFR  3400  series,  Federal  Coal 
Management  Regulations. 

In  addition  to  the  information 
regarding  reserves  (Table  I),  the 
Departmental  policy  calls  for  release  of 
all  nonproprietary  data  which  are  used 
as  input  in  the  discounted  cash  flow 
evaluation  model.  Under  this  policy,  we 
are  releasing  for  public  comment  and 
review  our  initial  estimates  of:  (1)  “the 
coal  selling  price,”  which  is  an  estimate 
of  the  range  of  current  market  prices  and 
is  based  upon  the  quality  of  the  coal;  (2) 
“the  unit  mining  cost,"  which  is  an 
estimate  of  the  range  of  all  operating 
costs  used  to  produce  the  coal;  and  (3)  a 
discount  rate  of  10  percent  and  a  nine 
percent  inflation  factor. 

It  should  be  noted  that  these  values 
are  current  estimates  only  and  may  or 
may  not  change  as  a  result  of  comments 
received  from  the  public  and/or  changes 
in  market  conditions  between  now  and 
when  any  final  evaluations  are 
completed. 


Table  I— Description  of  possible  lease  tracts  in  the  Green  River-Hams  Fork  Wyoming  coal  region 


Demon¬ 

strated 

reserve 

Tract  name  County,  township  and  range  Acreage  base 

estimate 
(millions 
of  tons) 


Red  Rim - Carbon,  T.  19-20-21  N.;  Sweetwater,  R.  89-90-91  W . . .  9,715.49  40.5  Surface .  8.560  0.45  9.30 

China  Butte -  Carbon.  T.  17-18-19  N„  R.  91  W _  5,974.09  73.9  Surface _  8,800  0.56  7.35 


Probable  mine 
type 


As 

received 

Btu/per 

pound 


Sulfur  ash 
content  content 

(percent)  (percent) 


Our  geologic  reports  and  reports  on  preliminary  economic  data  are  on  file  and  available  for  public  inspection  and  review 
at  the  U.S.  Geological  Survey  office  cited  in  this  public  notice. 

Dwayne  E.  Hull, 

Conservation  Manager,  North  Central  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16059  Filed  5-28-81,  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-31-M 


Oil,  Gas  and  Sulphur  Operations  in  the 
Outer  Continental  Shelf;  Mesa 
Petroleum  Co.  . 

agency:  Geological  Survey,  Interior. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  the  Receipt  of  a 
Proposed  Development  and  Production 
Plan. 


summary:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
Mesa  Petroleum  Company  has 
submitted  a  Development  and 
Production  Plan  describing  the  activities 
it  proposes  to  conduct  on  Lease  OCS-G 


3588,  Block  12,  portion,  South  Pelto 
Area,  offshore  Louisiana. 

The  purpose  of  this  Notice  is  to  inform 
the  public,  pursuant  to  Section  25  of  the 
OCS  Lands  Act  Amendments  of  1978, 
that  the  Geological  Survey  is 
considering  approval  of  the  Plan  and 
that  it  is  available  for  public  review  at 
the  offices  of  the  Conservation  Manager, 
Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS  Region,  U.S. 
Geological  Survey,  3301  North 
Causeway  Blvd.,  Room  147,  Metairie, 
Louisiana  70002. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

U.S.  Geological  Survey,  Public  Records, 
Room  147,  open  weekdays  9  a.m.  to  3:30 
p.m.,  3301  North  Causeway  Blvd., 
Metairie,  Louisiana  70002,  Phone  (504) 
837-4720,  Ext.  226. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Revised 
rules  governing  practices  and 
procedures  under  which  the  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  makes  information 
contained  in  Development  and 
Production  Plans  available  to  affected 
States,  executives  of  affected  local 
governments,  and  other  interested 
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parties  became  effective  December  13, 
1979  (44  FR  53685).  Those  practices  and 
procedures  are  set  out  in  a  revised 
Section  250.34  of  Title  30  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 

Dated:  May  22, 1981. 

Lowell  G.  Hammons, 

Conservation  Manager,  Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS 
Region. 

|FR  Doc.  81-15992  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-31-M 


INTERNATIONAL  CONVENTION 
ADVISORY  COMMISSION 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  Section  10(a)(2)  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act,  5  U.S.C. 
Appendix  I,  that  a  meeting  of  the 
International  Convention  Advisory 
Commission  will  be  held  on  Tuesday, 
June  30, 1981,  9:30  p.m.,  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality,  722  Jackson 
Place,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Commission  will  consider  a 
report  cn  vertebrate  species  in  trade,  a 
report  on  trade  in  parrots,  and 
miscellaneous  other  business. 

For  further  information  contact  Dr. 
William  Y.  Brown,  Executive  Secretary, 
International  Convention  Advisory 
Commission,  Suite  220, 1010  Wisconsin 
Avenue,  NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20007, 
telephone  202/343-7407.  Opportunity 
will  be  given  for  oral  or  written 
presentations  provided  that 
appointments  are  made  with  Dr.  Brown 
by  5:00  p.m.,  June  26, 1981. 

Dated:  May  26, 1981. 

William  Y.  Brown, 

Executive  Secretary,  International 
Convention  Advisory  Commission. 

(FR  Doc.  81-16022  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-68-  M 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Volume  No.  OP1-1551 

Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decision;  Decision-Notice 

Decided:  May  21, 1981. 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  July  3, 1980,  seek  approval  to 
consolidate,  purchase,  merge,  lease 
operating  rights  and  properties,  or 
acquire  control  of  motor  carriers 
pursuant  to  49  U.S.C.  11343  or  11344. 
Also,  applications  directly  related  to 
these  motor  finance  applications  (such 
as  conversions,  gateway  eliminations, 
and  securities  issuances)  may  be 
involved. 

The  applications  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  240  of  the  Commission’s 


Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.240).  See 
Ex  Parte  55  (Sub-No.  44),  Rules 
Governing  Applications  Filed  By  Motor 
Carriers  Under  49  U.S.C.  11344  and 
11349,  363  I.C.C.  740  (1981).  These  rules 
provide  among  other  things,  that 
opposition  to  the  granting  of  an 
application  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  within  45  days  after  the  date 
of  notice  of  filing  of  the  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Failure  seasonably  to  oppose  will  be 
construed  as  a  waiver  of  opposition  and 
participation  in  the  proceeding.  If  the 
protest  includes  a  request  for  oral 
hearing,  the  request  shall  meet  the 
requirements  of  Rule  242  of  the  special 
rules  and  shall  include  the  certification 
required. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.241.  A  copy  of  an 
application,  together  with  applicant’s 
supporting  evidence,  can  be  obtain  from 
any  applicant  upon  request  and 
payment  to  applicant  of  $10.00,  in 
accordance  with  49  CFR  1100.241(d). 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  will  not  be  accepted  after  the 
date  of  this  publication.  However,  the 
Commission  may  modify  the  operating 
authority  involved  in  the  application  to 
conform  to  the  Commission’s  policy  of 
simplifying  grants  of  operating  authority. 

We  find,  with  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  impediments  (e.g., 
jurisdiction  problems,  unresolved  fitness 
questions,  questions  involving  possible 
unlawful  control,  or  improper  divisions 
of  operating  rights)  that  each  applicant 
has  demonstrated,  in  accordance  with 
the  applicable  provisions  of  49  U.S.C. 
11301, 11302, 11343, 11344,  and  11349, 
and  with  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations,  that  the  proposed 
transaction  should  be  authorized  as 
stated  below.  Except  where  specifically 
noted  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
qualify  of  the  human  environment  nor 
does  it  appear  to  quality  as  a  major 
regulatory  action  under  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

We  also  find  that  the  transaction  is 
consistent  with  the  public  interest,  will 
enable  the  rail  carrier  to  use  motor 
carrier  transportation  to  public 
advantage  in  its  operation,  and  will  not 
unreasonably  restrain  competition. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
protests  as  to  the  finance  application  or 
to  any  application  directly  related 
thereto  filed  within  45  days  of 
publication  (or,  it  the  application  later 
becomes  unopposed),  appropriate 
authority  will  be  issued  to  each 
applicant  (unless  the  application 
involves  impediments)  upon  compliance 


with  certain  requirements  which  will  be 
set  forth  in  a  notification  of 
effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice.  To 
the  extent  that  the  authority  sought 
below  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
existing  authority,  the  duplication  shall 
not  be  construed  as  conferring  more 
than  a  single  operating  right. 

Applicant(s)  must  comply  with  all 
conditions  set  forth  in  the  grant  or 
grants  of  authority  within  the  time 
period  specified  in  the  notice  of 
effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice,  or 
the  application  of  a  non-complying 
applicant  shall  stand  denied. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
1,  Members  Parker,  Chandler,  and  Fortier. 
Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

MC-F-14625,  filed  April  30, 1981. 
PACIFIC  MOTOR  TRUCKING 
COMPANY  (PMT)  (1766  El  Camino  Real, 
Burlingame.  CA  94010) — Continuance  in 
control— LOUIS  HELLER, 
INCORPORATED  (Heller)  (1235 
Glendale  Rd.,  Sparks,  NV  89431). 
Representatives:  Lloyd  M.  Roach,  7600 
South  Central  Expressway,  P.O.  Box 
226187,  Dallas,  TX  75266;  John 
MacDonald  Smith,  Southern  Pacific 
Bldg.,  Room  813,  One  Market  Plaza,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94105.  PMT  seeks 
authority  to  continue  in  control  of  Heller 
upon  the  institution  by  Heller  of 
operations,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  as  a  motor  contract  carrier. 
Southern  Pacific  Transportation  Co. 
(SPT),  the  sole  stockholder  of  PMT,  and 
in  turn.  Southern  Pacific  Company,  a 
publicly  held  non-carrier  and  the  sole 
stockholder  of  SPT,  seek  authority  to 
acquire  control  of  said  rights  and 
property  through  the  transaction.  PMT  is 
a  motor  carrier  pursuant  to  authority 
issued  in  MC-78786  and  MC-78787.  SPT, 
a  rail  carrier,  controls  Southern  Pacific 
Transportation  of  Texas  and  Louisiana 
(MC-30319),  Pacific  Motor  Transport 
Company  (MC-54696),  Southern  Pacific 
Marine  Transport,  Inc.,  a  freight 
forwarder  (FF-514),  and  controls 
through  99.87%  stock  ownership,  St. 
Louis  Southwestern  Railroad  Company, 
a  rail  carrier  which  controls  by  100% 
stock  ownership.  Southwestern 
Transportation  Company  (MC-59488). 
Condition:  Approval  and  authorization 
of  this  transaction  is  conditioned  upon 
the  prior  receipt  by  the  Commission  of 
an  affidavit  signed  by  officers  of 
Southern  Pacific  Company  and  Southern 
Pacific  Transportation  Co.  stating  that 
they  are  persons  in  control  of  Heller  and 
that  they  join  in  this  application. 
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Note. — A  directly  related  application  has 
been  filed  and  docketed  MC-152491  and 
published  in  this  same  Federal  Register  issue. 

|FR  Doc.  81-15936  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


[Volume  No.  OP1-156] 

Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decision;  Decision-Notice 

Decided:  May  21, 1981. 

The  following  operating  rights 
applications,  filed  on  or  after  July  3, 

1980.  are  filed  in  connection  with 
pending  finance  applications  under  49 
U.S.C.  10926, 11343  or  11344.  The 
applications  are  governed  by  Special 
Rule  252  of  the  Commission’s  General 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.252). 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  Persons  submitting 
protests  to  applications  filed  in 
connection  with  pending  finance 
applications  are  requested  to  indicate 
across  the  front  page  of  all  documents 
and  letters  submitted  that  the  involved 
proceeding  is  directly  related  to  a 
finance  application  and  the  finance 
docket  number  should  be  provided.  A 
copy  of  any  application,  together  with 
applicant’s  supporting  evidence,  can  be 
obtained  from  any  applicant  upon 
request  and  payment  to  applicant  of 
$10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  However,  the 
Commission  may  have  modified  the 
applications  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exceptions  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  unresolved  fitness  questions, 
and  jurisdictional  problems)  we  find, 
preliminarily,  that  each  applicant  has 
demonstrated  that  its  proposed  service 
warrants  a  grant  of  the  application 
under  the  governing  section  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able 
properly  to  perform  the  service  proposed 
and  to  conform  to  the  requierments  of 
Title  49,  Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code, 
and  the  Commission’s  regulations. 
Except  where  specifically  noted,  this 
decision  is>  neither  a  major  Federal 
action  significantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  nor  a  major 
regulatory  action  under  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
protests  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  as  to  the  finance  application 
or  to  the  following  operating  rights 


applications  directly  related  thereto 
filed  within  45  days  of  publication  of 
this  decision-notice  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed), 
appropriate  authority  will  be  issued  to 
each  applicant  (except  where  the 
application  involves  duly  noted 
problems)  upon  compliance  with  certain 
requirements  which  will  be  set  forth  in  a 
notification  of  effectiveness  of  this 
decision-notice.  Within  60  days  after 
publication  an  applicant  may  file  a 
verified  statement  in  rebuttal  to  any 
statement  in  opposition. 

Applicant(s)  must  comply  with  all 
conditions  set  forth  in  the  grant  or 
grants  of  authority  within  the  time 
period  specified  in  the  notice  of 
effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice,  or 
the  application  of  a  non-complying 
applicant  shall  stand  denied. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
1,  Parker,  Chandler  and  Fortier. 

Agatha  L  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

MC  152491,  filed  April  30, 1981. 
Applicant:  LOUIS  HELLER, 
INCORPORATED,  1766  El  Camino  Real, 
Burlingame,  CA  94010.  Representatives: 
Lloyd  M.  Roach,  7600  South  Central 
Expressway,  P.O.  Box  226187,  Dallas, 

TX  75266,  (214)  376-^4423;  John 
MacDonald  Smith,  Southern  Pacific 
Bldg.,  Rm.  813,  One  Market  Plaza,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94105,  (415)  362-1212  (Ext. 
21354).  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  St. 
Louis  Southwestern  Railway  Company, 
of  San  Francisco,  CA. 

Note. — This  application  is  directly  related 
to  MC-F-14625,  published  in  this  same 
Federal  Register  issue. 

[FR  Doc.  81-15937  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 
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Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  February  9, 1981,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.251.  Special 
Rule  251  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86771.  For  compliance  procedures,  refer 
to  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR  80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  A  copy  of  any 
application,  including  all  supporting 


evidence,  can  be  obtained  from 
applicant's  representative  upon  request 
and  payment  to  applicant’s 
representative  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  be8n  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 
application  under  the  governing  section 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
noted,  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
opposition  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
from  date  of  publication  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed), 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  full 
effect  only  as  long  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  compliance.  The 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met,  the 
authority  be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant's 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Note. — All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  “under 
contract”. 
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Decided:  May  19, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1, 
Members  Parker,  Chandler,  and  Fortier. 

MC  10321  (Sub-7),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  J.  A.  CARMAN  TRUCKING 
CO.,  INC.,  One  Anderson  Dr.,  P.O.  Box 
11-530,  Albany.  NY  12211. 

Representative:  Michael  R.  Werner,  P.O. 
Box  1409, 167  Fairfield  Rd.,  Fairfield,  NJ 
07006,  (201)  575-7700.  Transporting 
petroleum,  natural  gas  and  their 
products,  between  Philadelphia,  PA, 

New  York,  NY,  points  in  MA,  and  VT, 
t(iose  in  Suffolk  County,  NY,  and  those 
in  NY  in  and  east  of  St.  Lawrence, 
Herkimer,  Otsego,  Delaware,  Sullivan, 
Orange,  and  Rockland  Counties. 

MC  123111  (Sub-11),  filed  May  11, 

1981.  Applicant:  QUEENS  WAY  TANK 
LINES,  LIMITED,  635  Industrial  Ave., 
Ottawa,  Ontario,  Canada  K1G  0Z1. 
Representative:  Edward  G.  Villalon, 

1032  Pennsylvania  Bldg.,  Pennsylvania 
Ave.  &  13th  St.,  N.W.,  Washingtion,  DC 
20004,  (202)  628-4600.  Transporting 
commodities  in  bulk,  between  ports  of 
entry  on  the  international  boundary  line 
between  the  U.S.  and  Canada  in  NY  and 
VT,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
those  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of 
WI,  IL,  KY,  TN,  and  MS. 

MC  128190  (Sub-18),  filed  May  12, 

1981.  Applicant:  FREMONT 
CONTRACT  CARRIERS,  INC.,  1520 
Railroad  St.,  P.O.  Box  489,  Fremont,  NW 
68025.  Representative:  Wendell  Bruner 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (402)  721- 
3020.  Transporting  such  commodities  as 
are  dealt  in  by  lumber  yards,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Braun,  Ray  Bros.  & 
Finley  Co.,  of  Omaha,  NE. 

MC  143280  (Sub-24),  filed  May  4, 1981. 
Applicant:  SAFE  TRANSPORTATION 
COMPANY,  a  corporation,  6834 
Washington  Avenue  South,  Eden  Prairie, 
MN  55344.  Representative:  Robert  P. 
Sack,  P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St.  Paul,  MN 
55118,  (612)  457-6889.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  St.  Louis, 
MO,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  OH,  MI,  IA,  IL,  NE,  ND,  SD, 
WY,  MT,  KS,  IN,  MN,  KY,  TN,  AR,  and 
OK. 

MC  147811  (Sub-9),  filed  May  4, 1981. 
Applicant:  FLO-JO  CONTRACTING, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  283,  Belgrade  Lakes,  ME 
04918.  Representative:  Karl  A.  Johnson 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (207)  397- 
2757.  Transporting  pulp,  paper  and 
related  products,  and  rubber  and  plastic 
articles,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Scott 
Paper  Company,  of  Philadelphia,  PA. 


MC  148620  (Sub-12),  filed  May  11, 

1981.  Applicant:  K.G.L.  CONTRACTING 
SERVICE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8202, 

Pembroke  Pines,  FL  33024. 

Representative:  Robert  W.  Gerson,  1400 
Candler  Bldg.,  127  Peachtree  St.,  N.E., 
Atlanta,  GA  30303,  (404)  685-8045. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  United 
Technologies  Corporation,  Essex  Group, 
Inc.,  of  Fort  Wayne,  IN. 

MC  152610  (Sub-2),  filed  April  28, 

1981.  Applicant:  RAVEN 
DISTRIBUTORS,  INC.,  6705  E.  Marginal 
Way  South,  Seattle,  WA  98108. 
Representative:  Jim  Pitzer,  15  S.  Grady 
Way,  Suite  321,  Renton,  WA  98055  (206) 
235-1111.  Transporting  food  and  related 
products,  and  institutional  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies,  between  points 
in  WA,  OR,  CA.  and  ID. 

MC  152691,  fded  May  13, 1981. 
Applicant:  SANTOS  RICO,  d.b.a.  AUTO 
TRANSPORTED  1102  E.  Francis, 

Corona,  CA  91720.  Representative: 

Santos  Rico  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (706)  568-3353.  Transporting 
machinery,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  (a) 
Certron  Corporation  of  Anaheim,  CA, 
and  (b)  Beckman  Instruments,  Inc.,  of 
Fullerton,  CA. 

MC  152961,  filed  May  13, 1981. 
Applicant:  TRAVELAND  BUS 
COMPANY,  4925  Preakness  Way, 
Virginia  Beach,  VA  23464. 
Representative:  Alfred  West  Shelton  III 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (804)  467- 
3450.  Transporting  passengers  and  their 
baggage  .in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  charter  and  special 
operations,  beginning  and  ending  at 
points  in  VA,  and  extending  to  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC  154571,  filed  May  6, 1981. 
Applicant:  SOUTHERN  INTERIOR 
HOLDINGS  LTD.,  Southern  Interior 
Express,  212  Collis  Road,  P.O.  Box  1519, 
Creston,  B.C.  Canada  VOB  IGO. 
Representative:  Herb  Rennich  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (604)  223-8410. 
Transporting  lumber  and  wood 
products,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Sunwest  Energy,  of  Lynnwood,  WA. 

MC  154621  (Sub-1),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  MONROE  WAREHOUSE 
COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2525, 
Monroe,  LA  71207.  Representative: 
Donald  B.  Morrison,  P.O.  Box  22628, 
Jackson.  MS  39205,  (601)  948-8820. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  International 


Minerals  &  Chemical  Corporation  of 
Mundelein,  IL. 

MC  154751  (Sub-2),  filed  May  7, 1981. 
Applicant:  SUN  COAST  TRANSPORT 
CORPORATION,  4608  N.  Coopr  Place, 
Tampa,  FL  33684.  Representative:  Sol  H. 
Proctor,  1101  Blackstone  Bldg., 
Jacksonville,  FL  32202,  (904)  632-2300. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  FL. 

MC  155341,  filed  May  4, 1981. 

Applicant:  PIONEER  EXPRESS,  INC., 

1715  S.E.  Skyline  Drive,  Oklahoma  City, 
OK  73129.  Representative:  G.  Timothy 
Armstrong,  200  North  Choctaw,  P.O.  Box 
1124,  El  Reno,  OK  73036,  (405)  262-1322. 
Over  regular  routes,  transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  betwen  Oklahoma 
City,  OK,  and  Shamrock,  TX,  over  U.S. 
Hwy  66  and  Interstate  Hwy  40,  serving 
all  intermediate  points  and  serving 
Arapaho,  Bessie,  Cordell  and  Bums  Flat, 
OK,  as  off-route  points. 

MC  155901,  filed  May  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  THE  McMURRAY  MOTOR 
FREIGHT  COMPANY,  INC.,  1010 
Woodend  Road,  Woodbury,  CT  06798. 
Representative:  Gerald  A.  Joseloff,  410 
Asylum  St.,  Hartford,  CT  06103,  (203) 
728-0700.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  CT,  MA, 
and  RI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  CT,  MA,  RI,  NY,  NJ,  and 
PA. 

MC  1559il,  filed  May  13, 1981. 
Applicant:  FREIGHT  MASTERS,  INC., 
7500  23rd  Ave.,  South,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55450.  Representative:  Robert  L  Cope, 
1730  M  St.,  N.W.,  Suite  501,  Washington, 
DC  20036,  (202)  296-2900.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Transportation  Systems  International, 
Inc.,  of  Bloomington,  MN. 

MC  155920,  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  NORMAN  G.  MAGA  & 
LUCILLE  A.  MAGA,  P.O.  Box  225, 
Winnemucca,  NV  89445.  Representative: 
Irene  Warr,  Ste.  280  Western  Home 
Bank  Bldg.,  311  S.  State  St.,  Salt  Lake 
City,  UT  84111,  (801)  531-1300. 
Transporting  machinery,  between  points 
in  Humboldt  County,  NV,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AZ, 
CA,  OR,  UT,  and  WA. 

MC  155950,  filed  May  13, 1981. 
Applicant:  TWIN’S  EXPRESS  INC.,  34 
Dorwin  Drive,  West  Springfield,  MA 
01089.  Representative:  Edward  T.  Smart, 
Jr.,  (same  address  as  applicant),  (413) 
737-7491.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  MA,  CT, 
and  RI. 
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MC  155951,  filed  May  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  STEVE  BOYD  d.b.a.  BOYD  & 
SONS  TRUCKING,  Route  3, 

Washington,  IN  47501.  Representative: 
Robert  W.  Loser  II,  1101  Chamber  of 
Commerce  Bldg.,  320  N.  Meridian  St., 
Indianapolis,  IN  46204,  (317)  635-2339. 
Transporting  lumber  and  wood 
products,  between  points  in  IN,  IL,  MI, 
OH,  and  WI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AL,  AR,  GA,  LA,  and 
MS. 

Volume  No  OP1-153 

Decided:  May  20, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1, 
Members  Parker,  Chandler,  and  Fortier. 

FF-551,  filed  May  6, 1981.  Applicant: 
COSMOPOLITAN  FORWARDERS. 

LTD.,  6715  Backlick  Road,  Suite  203, 
Springfield,  VA  22150.  Representative: 
David  Earl  Tinker,  1000  Connecticut^ 
Ave.,  N.W.,  Suite  1112,  Washington,  DC 
20036,  (202)  887-5868.  As  a  freight 
forwarder,  in  connection  with  the 
transportation  of  household  goods, 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  40971  (Sub-6),  filed  May  13, 1981. 
Applicant:  UTAH- WYOMING  FREIGHT 
LINE,  INC.,  2818  W.  2700  S.,  Salt  Lake 
City,  UT  84119.  Representative:  William 
S.  Richards,  P.O.  Box  2465,  Salt  Lake 
City,  UT  84110,  (801)  531-1777. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  UT  and  WY. 

MC  48441  (Sub-73),  filed  May  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  R.  M.  E.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  418, 
Streator,  IL  61364.  Representative:  E. 
Stephen  Heisley,  805  Mclachlen  Bank 
Bldg.,  666  Eleventh  St.,  N.W., 

Washington,  DC  20001,  (202)  628-9243. 
Transporting  (1)  containers  and 
container  closures,  between  the 
facilities  of  Continental  Group  and  Ball 
Corporation  in  those  points  in  the  U.S.  in 
and  east  of  MT,  WY,  CO,  and  NM,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those 
points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  MT, 

WY,  CO,  and  NM,  (2)  pulp,  paper  and 
related  products,  between  the  facilities 
of  Continental  Group  and  Clevepak 
Corporation  in  the  U.S.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.,  and 
(3)  building  materials,  between  the 
facilities  of  Continental  Group  in  the 
U.S.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  52460  (Sub-329),  filed  May  14. 

1981.  Applicant:  ELLEX 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  1420  W.  35th 
St.  P.O.  Box  9637,  Tulsa,  OK  74107. 
Representative:  Don  E.  Kruizinga  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (918)  446-4434. 
Transporting  petroleum,  natural  gas  and 
their  products,  between  points  in 
Wyandotte  County,  KS,  and  Jackson 


County,  MO,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  CO,  UT,  and  WY. 

MC  67450  (Sub-116),  filed  May  13, 

1981.  Applicant:  PETERLIN  CARTAGE 
CO.,  a  Corporation,  9651  S.  Ewing  Ave., 
Chicago,  IL  60817.  Representative: 

Joseph  Winter,  29  South  LaSalle  St., 
Chicago,  IL  60603.  Transporting  clay, 
concrete,  glass  or  stone  products, 
between  points  in  AL  and  GA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  IL, 
IN,  LA,  and  WI. 

MC  119961  (Sub-9),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  MARSHALL  MOTOR 
COACH,  INC.,  1409  East  Anton, 
Marshalltown,  LA  50168.  Representative: 
William  L.  Fairbank,  2400  Financial 
Center,  Des  Moines,  IA  50309,  (515)  282- 
3525.  Transporting  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  round-trip  charter  and 
special  operations,  beginning  and  ending 
at  points  in  Hardin,  Hamilton,  Webster, 
Calhoun,  Carroll,  Greene,  Audubon, 
Guthrie,  Dallas,  Cass,  Adair,  Madison, 
and  Warren  Counties,  LA,  and  extending 
to  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  HI). 

MC  121420  (Sub-241,  filed  May  12, 

1981.  Applicant:  DART  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  INC.,  61  Railroad  St., 
Canfield,  OH  44406.  Representative: 
Michael  Spurlock,  275  E.  State  St., 
Columbus,  OH  43215,  (614)  228-8575. 
Transporting  (1)  commodities  in  bulk,  (2) 
clay,  concrete,  glass  or  stone  products, 

(3)  metal  products,  (4)  ores  and 
minerals,  (5)  Building  materials,  and  (6) 
chemicals  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  AL,  IL,  IN,  KY,  MD, 
MS,  NY,  NJ,  OH,  PA,  TN.  VA,  GA,  MO, 
WV,  MI,  DE.  WI,  and  DC. 

MC  128290  (Sub-18),  filed  May  13, 

1981.  Applicant:  EARL  HAINES,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  2557,  Winchester,  VA  22601. 
Representative:  Bill  R.  Davis,  Suite  101 — 
Emerson  Center,  2814  New  Spring  Rd., 
Atlanta,  GA  30339,  (404)  434-3381. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  Lincoln  County,  NC, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AL,  AR,  DE,  GA,  FL,  KY,  LA, 
MD,  MS,  NJ,  NY,  NC,  OK,  PA,  SC,  TN, 
TX,  VA,  WV,  and  DC. 

MC  136511  (Sub-108),  filed  May  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  VIRGINIA 
APPALACHIAN  LUMBER  CORP.,  9640 
Timberlake  Road,  Lynchburg,  VA  24502. 
Representative:  J.  Johnson  Eller,  Jr.,  513 
Main  Street,  Altavista,  VA  24517. 
Transporting  textile  mill  products, 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  138861  (Sub-29),  filed  May  13, 
1981.  Applicant:  C-LINE,  INC.,  303 
Jefferson  Blvd.,  Warwick,  RI  02888. 
Representative:  Ronald  N.  Cobert,  1730 
M  St.,  N.W.,  Suite  501,  Washington,  DC 
20036,  (201)  296-2900.  Transporting 


general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Washburn  Wire  Company  of  East 
Providence,  RI. 

MC  144350  (Sub-2),  filed  May  14, 1981. 
Applicant:  JOHN  B.  TE  SLAA,  d.b.a. 
SLAA  TRUCKING,  Box  391,  Hull,  IA 
51239.  Representative:  Edward  A. 
O’Donnell,  1004  29th  St.,  Sioux  City,  IA 
51104,  (712)  255-3127.  Transporting  food 
and  related  products,  between  Sioux 
City,  IA,  and  points  in  Buena  Vista, 
Cherokee,  O’Brien,  Sioux,  and  Webster 
Counties,  IA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  146421  (Sub-2),  filed  May  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  WYATT  TRANSFER,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  2-N,  Richmond,  VA  23204. 
Representative:  Harry  C.  Ames,  Jr.,  805 
McLachlen  Bank  Bldg.,  666  Eleventh  St.. 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20001,  (202)  628- 
9243.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  NC  and  VA. 

MC  146701  (Sub-10),  filed  May  11, 

1981.  Applicant:  WEAVER  TRUCKING 
CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  45,  Eton,  GA  30724. 
Representative:  Archie  B.  Culbreth, . 
Suite  202,  2200  Century  Parkway, 

Atlanta,  GA  30345,  (404)  695-9421. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  Adams,  Arapahoe, 
Denver,  Jefferson,  Logan,  and  Morgan 
Counties,  CO,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AL,  FL,  GA,  KY,  MS, 
NC,  SC,  TN,  VA,  CT,  MD,  MA,  NY,  PA, 
and  DC. 

MC  146950  (Sub-3),  filed  May  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  JOSEPH  C.  HALL,  INC.,  148 
Kent  St.,  Albany,  NY  12206. 
Representative:  Bertrand  F.  Gould,  112 
State  St.,  Albany,  NY  12207,  (518)  462- 
2200.  Transporting  food  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Schenectady,  NY. 

MC  149081  (Sub-1),  filed  May  13, 1981. 
Applicant:  SUBURBAN  TRAILS,  INC., 
750  Somerset  St.,  New  Brunswick,  NJ 
08901.  Representative:  Edward  F.  Bowes, 
P.O.  Box  1409, 167  Fairfield  Rd., 

Fairfield,  NJ  07006,  (201)  575-7700.  Over 
regular  routes,  transporting  passengers 
and  their  baggage,  and  express  and 
newpapers,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  (1)  between  Plainsboro,  NJ 
and  New  York,  NY,  from  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  1  and  Princeton-Plainsboro  Rd  in 
the  Township  of  Plainsboro,  NJ,  over 
Princeton-Plainsboro  Rd.  to  junction 
Plainsboro-Cranbury  Rd.,  then  over 
Plainsboro-Cranbury  Rd.  to  junction 
Maplewood  Ave.  in  the  Township  of 
Cranbury,  NJ,  then  over  Maplewood 
Ave  to  junction  Half  Acre  Rd.,  then  over 
Half  Acre  Rd.  to  junction  Forsgate  Dr. 
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(NJ  Hwy  32)  in  the  Township  of  South 
Brunswick,  NJ,  then  over  Forsgate  Dr.  to 
NJ  Turnpike,  then  over  the  NJ  Turnpike 
to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  495  in 
Secaucus,  NJ,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy 
495,  via  the  Lincoln  Tunnel,  to  New 
York,  NY,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  (2)  between  South  Brunswick  and 
Plainsboro,  NJ,  from  junction  U.S.  Hwy  1 
and  Ridge  Rd.  (Middlesex  County  Hwy 
522)  in  the  Township  of  South 
Brunswick,  NJ,  over  Ridge  Rd.  to 
junction  Shalks  Crossing  Rd.,  then  over 
Shalks  Crossing  Rd.  to  junction 
Plainsboro-Cranbury  Rd.  in  the 
Township  of  Plainsboro,  NJ,  and  return 
over  the  same  routes,  (3)  between 
Cranbury  and  South  Brunswick,  NJ,  from 
junction  of  U.S.  Hwy  130  and  Cranbury- 
South  River  Rd.  (Middlesex  County  Hwy 
535)  in  the  Township  of  Cranbury,  NJ, 
over  Cranbury-South  River  Rd.,  to 
junction  Forsgate  Drive  in  the  Township 
of  South  Brunswick,  NJ,  and  return  over 
the  same  routes,  and  (4)  between  New 
Brunswick  and  East  Brunswick,  NJ,  over 
NJ  Hwy  18,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  in  routes  (1)  through  (4)  above. 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  tack  this 
authority  with  its  existing  regular-route 
authority. 

MC 151511  (Sub-3),  filed  May  13, 1981. 
Applicant:  TOM  O’CONNOR,  d.b.a. 
KERRY  MOTOR  SERVICE,  4433  South 
Halsted  St.,  Chicago,  IL  60609. 
Representative:  Tom  O’Connor  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (312)  538-0700. 
Transporting  chemicals  and  related 
products,  petroleum,  natural  gas  and 
their  products,  and  coal  and  coal 
products,  between  Chicago,  IL  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
AL,  AR,  CT,  DE,  FL,  GA.  IL,  IN,  IA,  KS, 
KY,  LA,  ME,  MD,  MA,  MI,  MN,  MS,  MO, 
NE,  NH,  NJ,  NY,  NC,  ND.  OH,  OK,  PA, 
RI.  SC,  SD,  TN,  TX,  VT.  VA,  WV.  WI, 
and  DC. 

MC  152441,  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  WILSON  LEASING,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  6946,  Rochester,  MN  55901. 
Representative:  James  M.  Christenson, 
4444  IDS  Center,  80  South  Eighth  Street, 
Minneapolis.  MN  55402,  (612)  339-4546. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  grocery  stores  and 
food  business  houses,  between  points  in 
AR.  CA,  FL,  GA.  IA,  IL,  IN,  KA,  MI,  MN, 
MO,  ND,  NE,  NJ,  NY,  OH,  PA,  SC,  SD, 
TN,  TX,  VA  and  WI,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  152621  (Sub-6),  filed  May  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  RUSH  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
163  Main  Street,  Route  131,  Sturbridge, 
MA  01566.  Representative:  James  M. 
Burns,  1383  Main  Street,  Suite  413, 
Springfield,  MA  01103,  (413)  781-8205. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 


between  points  in  NH,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  153491,  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  CARGO  TRANSPORT.  INC.. 
P.O.  Box  41265,  Chicago,  IL  60641. 
Representative:  Donald  B.  Levine,  39  S. 
LaSalle  St..  Chicago.  IL,  (312)  236-9375. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  Chicago,  IL,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  IN,  OH,  and 
WI. 

MC  153581,  filed  May  13, 1981. 
Applicant:  CENTURY  STAGES,  INC., 
d.b.a.  RAZ  TRANSPORTATION  CO., 
1660  SW.  Bertha  Blvd.,  Portland,  OR 
97219.  Representative:  Jerry  R.  Woods, 
Suite  1600,  One  Main  PL,  101  SW.  Main 
St.,  Portland,  OR  97204,  (503)  224-5525. 
Transporting  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  charter  and  special 
operations,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  between  points  in  Clark 
County,  WA,  and  Clackamas, 
Multnomah,  and  Washington  Counties, 
OR,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  ID,  MT,  NM,  NV, 
OR.  UT,  WA,  and  WY. 

MC  155640,  filed  April  28, 1981. 
Applicant:  BOARDWALK  TOURS,  INC., 
Black  Horse  Pike  and  Delilah  Rd., 
McKee,  NJ  08330.  Representative: 
Herbert  Somerson,  Suite  1300, 1401  Arch 
St.,  Philadelphia,  PA  19102,  (215)  569- 
3030.  As  a  broker  at  McKee  City,  NJ,  in 
arranging  for  the  transportation  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  between 
points  in  PA,  MD,  DE,  NY  and  DC,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  NJ. 

MC  155910,  filed  May  13, 1981. 
Applicant:  STEPHEN  D.  GIFT,  d.b.a 
STEPHEN  D.  GIFT  TRUCKING,  P.O. 

Box  829,  Scappoose,  OR  97056. 
Representative:  Lawrence  V.  Smart,  Jr., 
419  NW.  23rd  Ave.,  Portland,  OR  97210. 
Transporting  (1)  lumber  and  wood 
products,  and  (2)  building  materials, 
between  points  in  OR,  WA,  ID  and  NV. 
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Decided:  May  15, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1, 
Members  Parker,  Chandler  and  Taylor. 

MC  77972  (Sub-48),  filed  May  7, 1981. 
Applicant:  MERCHANTS  TRUCK  LINE, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  908,  New  Albany,  MS 
38652.  Representative:  James  R.  Holt, 
P.O.  Box  523,  Collierville,  TN  38017, 
(901)  853-7208.  Transporting  food  and 
related  products,  between  points  in  Lee 
County,  MS,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  tack  the 
authority  sought  with  its  existing  regular- 
route  authority  in  Docket  No.  MC-77972  and 
subs  thereto. 


MC  77972  (Sub-49),  filed  May  7. 1981. 
Applicant:  MERCHANTS  TRUCK  LINE, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  908,  New  Albany,  MS 
38652.  Representative:  James  R.  Holt, 

P.O.  Box  523,  Collierville,  TN  38017, 

(901)  853-7208.  Transporting  metal 
products,  between  points  in  Choctaw 
County,  MS,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  tack  the 
authority  sought  with  its  existing  regular- 
route  authority  in  Docket  No.  MC-77972  and 
subs  thereto. 

MC  136343  (Sub-235),  filed  May  7, 

1981.  Applicant:  MILTON 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
355,  Milton,  PA  17847.  Representative: 
Herbert  R.  Nurick,  Esq.,  P.O.  Box  1186, 
Harrisburg,  PA  17108,  717-232-8000. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  those  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and 
east  of  MN,  LA,  MO,  AR,  and  LA. 

MC  138792  (Sub-4),  filed  May  7, 1981. 
Applicant:  CHANDALAR 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
484,  Canton,  IL  61520.  Representative: 
Robert  T.  Lawley,  300  Reisch  Bldg., 
Springfield,  IL  62701,  (217)  544-5468. 
Transporting  (A)  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  The 
Pillsbury  Company,  of  Minneapolis,  MN, 
and  (b)  furniture  and  fixtures,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Lundia, 
Myers  Industries,  Inc.,  of  Jacksonville, 

IL,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  144953  (Sub-9),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  MULLEN  TRUCKING,  LTD., 
P.O.B.  8009,  Station  F,  Calgary,  Alberta. 
Canada  T2J  4B4.  Representative:  John  T. 
Wirth,  717 17th  St.,  Ste.  2600,  Denver, 

CO  80202,  (303)  892-6700.  Transporting 
Mercer  commodities,  between  points  in 
WA,  ID,  MT,  and  ND,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  those  points  in  the 
U.S.  in  and  west  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  KS,  OK, 
and  TX. 

MC  144953  (Sub-10),  filed  May  11, 

1981.  Applicant:  MULLEN  TRUCKING, 
LTD.,  P.O.B.  8009,  Station  F,  Calgary, 
Alberta,  Canada  T2J  4B4. 
Representative:  John  T.  Wirth,  717 17th 
St.,  Ste.  2600,  Denver,  CO  80202,  (303) 
892-6700.  Transporting  lumber  and 
wood  products  and  building  materials, 
between  points  in  WA,  ID,  and  MT,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those 
points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  west  of  MT, 
WY,  CO,  OK,  and  TX. 

MC  146473  (Sub-6F),  filed  May  7. 1981. 
Applicant:  C.L.D.  TRANSPORTATION 
CO.,  INC.,  751  Broadway,  Bayonne,  NJ 
07002.  Representative:  Charles  J. 
Williams,  P.O.  Box  186,  Scotch  Plains, 

NJ  07076,  (201)  322-5030.  Transporting 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  the 
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same  vehicle  as  passengers,  in  charter 
operations,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Domenico  Tours,  Inc.,  of  Bayonne,  NJ. 

MC  149123F,  filed  May  6. 1981. 
Applicant:  BOAZ  PRODUCE 
COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  220,  Boaz,  AL 
35957.  Representative:  Eugene  D. 
Anderson,  910 17th  Street,  NW.,  Suite 
428,  Washington,  DC  20006,  (202)  296- 
2550.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  AL,  GA,  MS,  NC,  TN, 
VA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AL,  AR,  CT,  DE,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN, 
KY.  LA,  ME,  MD.  MA,  MI,  MS,  NH,  NJ, 
NY,  NC,  OH.  PA.  RI,  SC.  TN,  VT,  WV, 

WI,  and  DC. 

MC  1 52803 F,  filed  May  1, 1981. 
Applicant:  SAM  LATTNER 
DISTRIBUTING  CO.,  INC.,  114  South 
Ellis,  P.O.  Box  351,  Groesbeck,  TX  76642. 
Representative:  A.  William  Brackett,  623 
So.  Henderson,  2nd  Floor,  Fort  Worth, 

TX  76104.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  United 
States  Gypsum  Company  of  Chicago.  IL, 
and  its  subsidiaries. 

MC  153723  (Sub-3),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  A  &  M  ENTERPRISES,  INC.. 
P.O.  Box  884,  Springdale,  AR  72764. 
Representative:  Don  Garrison,  P.O.  Box 
1065,  Fayetteville,  AR  72701,  (501)  521- 
8121.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  the  facilities  of  The  Essex 
Group,  a  subsidiary  of  United 
Technologies  Corp.,  at  points  in  the  U.S., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  153932  (Sub-1),  filed  May  12. 1981. 
Applicant:  RONALD  L  WADE,  d.b.a. 
WADE  TRUCKING.  14167  Foothill  Blvd., 
San  Fernando,  CA  91342. 

Representative:  Fred  H.  Mackensen  c/o 
Murchison  &  Davis,  2029  Century  Park 
East,  Suite  4150,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90067, 
(213)  879-5955.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  the  U.S.. 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Monolith  Portland  Cement  Company,  of 
Tehachapi,  CA. 

MC  154773  (Sub-1),  filed  May  19. 1981. 
Applicant:  WAXMAN  INDUSTRIES, 
INC.,  24460  Aurora  Rd.,  Bedford  Heights, 
OH  44146.  Representative:  John 
Lawrence,  (same  address  as  applicant), 
216-439-1830.  Transporting  general 
commodities  except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Quality  Brands  Incorporated,  of 
Cleveland,  OH. 


MC  155602  (Sub-1),  filed  May  5, 1981. 
Applicant:  WINKEL  WHEELS,  INC., 

1585  Holcomb  Bridge  Rd.,  Roswell,  GA 
30076.  Representative:  J.  L.  Fant,  P.O. 

Box  577,  Jonesboro,  GA  30237,  (404)  477- 
1525.  Transporting  general  commodities 
except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  (a) 

Fitzgerald  Foods,  Inc.,  of  Fitzgerald,  GA, 
(b)  Cathcart  Allied  Storage  Co.,  Inc.,  of 
Chamblee,  GA,  and  (c)  Consolidated 
Cargo  Carriers,  Inc.,  of  Rosewell  GA. 

MC  155782,  filed  May  4, 1981. 

Applicant:  REEDSBURG  FOOD 
CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  270, 

Reedsburg,  WI  53959.  Representative: 
Joseph  E.  Ludden,  2707  South  Ave.,  P.O. 
Box  1567,  La  Crosse,  WI  54601;  (608) 
788-2000.  Transporting  Food  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  La  Crosse 
County,  WI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  FL,  MO,  TN,  IL,  IN, 
OH.  KS,  and  MI. 

MC  155802,  filed  May  7, 1981. 

Applicant:  EDWARD  A.  WATERS, 
trading  and  doing  business  as  EDWARD 
A.  WATERS  MOVING  &  STORAGE 
COMPANY,  3300  Collins  Street, 
Philadelphia,  PA  19134.  Representative: 
Edwin  L.  Scherlis,  Esquire,  Suite  420, 

1315  Walnut  Street,  Philadelphia,  PA 
19107,  (215)  732-3838.  Transporting 
houshold goods  between  points  in  PA, 

NJ,  and  DE,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  ME,  VT,  NH,  MA,  CT, 

RI,  NY,  NJ.  PA,  MD,  DE.  VA,  OH,  NC, 

SC,  GA,  AL,  FL,  KY,  TN,  and  WV. 

Volume  No.  OPY-2-08 

Decided:  May  19, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1, 
Members  Parker,  Chandler  and  Fortier. 

MC  1893  (Sub-11),  filed  May  11. 1981. 
Applicant:  SPOKANE-ST.  MARIES 
AUTO  FREIGHT,  INC.,  Building  N-7, 
3808  North  Sullivan,  Spokane,  WA 
99216.  Representative:  Bradford  E. 

Kistler,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln,  NE 
68501,  (402)  475-6761.  Over  regular 
routes,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  clases  A  and  B 
explosives),  (1)  between  Spokane,  WA, 
and  Lewiston,  ID,  over  U.S.  Hwy  195,  (2) 
between  Spokane,  WA,  and  Grangeville, 
ID:  from  Spokane  over  Interstate  Hwy 
90  to  Coeur  d’Alene,  ID,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  95  to  Grangeville,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  (3)  between  Lewiston 
and  Grangeville,  ID:  from  Lewiston  over 
U.S.  Hwy  12  to  junction  ID  Hwy  13,  then 
over  ID  Hwy  13  Grangevelle,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  (4)  between 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  90  and  WA 
Hwy  27,  and  junction  ID  Hwy  58  and 
U.S.  Hwy  95:  from  junction  WA  Hwy  27 
and  Interstate  Hwy  90,  over  WA  Hwy  27 
to  junction  unnumbered  WA  Hwy,  then 


over  unnumbered  WA  Hwy  to  the  WA- 
ID  State  line,  then  over  ID  Hwy  58  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  95,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  (5)  between  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  95  and  ID  Hwy  5,  and.  St. 
Maries,  ID,  over  ID  Hwy  5,  (6)  between 
Coeur  d’Alene,  ID,  and  junction  U.S. 

Hwy  95  and  Alternate  U.S.  Hwy  95,  over 
Alternate  U.S.  Hwy  95,  (7)  between 
Pullmand,  WA,  and  Moscow,  ID:  from 
Pullman  over  WA  Hwy  270  to  the  WA- 
ID  State  line,  then  over  ID  Hwy  8  to 
Moscow,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  and  (8)  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  and  points  in  Kootenai, 

Benewah,  Latah,  Nez  Perce,  Lewis, 
Clearwater  and  Idaho  Counties,  ID,  and 
Spokane,  Whitman  and  Asotin  Counties, 
WA,  as  off-route  points  in  connection 
with  routes  (1)  through  (7)  above. 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  tack  the 
authority  sought  with  the  authority  it 
presently  holds. 

MC-6992  (Sub-19),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  AMERICAN  RED  BALL 
TRANSIT  CO.,  INC.,  1335  Sadlier  Circle. 
East  Dr.,  Indianapolis,  IN  46239. 
Representative:  Andrus  E.  Bates  (same 
address  as  applicant).  317-353-8331. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  MTS 
Systems  Corp.,  of  Eden  Prairie,  MN. 

MC  56853  (Sub-10),  filed  April  30, 

1981.  Applicant:  B  AND  B  LINES,  INC., 
1002  North  Owasso,  Tulsa,  OK  74106. 
Representative:  C.  L.  Phillips,  Room  248, 
Classen  Terrace  Bldg.,  1411  N.  Classen, 
Oklahoma  City,  OK  73106.  Transporting 
over  regular  routes,  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  (1)  Between  Oklahoma  City 
and  Ardmore,  OK,  over  Interstate  Hwy 
35,  (2)  Between  Ardmore  and  Duncan: 
from  Ardmore  over  Interstate  Hwy  35  to 
junction  OK  Hwy  7,  then  over  OK  Hwy 
7  to  Duncan,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  (3)  Between  Duncan  and 
Oklahoma  City,  OK:  from  Duncan  over 
U.S.  Hwy  81  to  junction  H.E.  Bailey 
Turnpike,  then  over  H.E.  Bailey 
Turnpike  to  Oklahoma  City,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  (4)  Between  Perry, 
OK,  and  Wichita,  KS,  over  Interstate 
Hwy  35.  (5)  Between  Bartlesville,  OK, 
and  Coffeyville,  KS:  from  Bartlesville 
over  U.S.  Hwy  75  to  junction  KS  Hwy  96, 
then  over  KS  Hwy  96  to  U.S.  Hwy  169, 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  169  to  Coffeyville, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  (6) 
Between  Chelsea,  OK  and  Joplin,  MO 
over  U.S.  Hwy  66,  (7)  Between  Chelsea, 
OK  and  Pittsburg,  KS:  from  Chelsea  over 
U.S.  Hwy  66  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  69, 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  69  to  Pittsburg,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  (8)  serving 
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all  intermediate  points  in  connection 
with  routes  (1)  thru  (7)  above. 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  tack  the  above 
territory  with  its  existing  authority,  at 
Oklahoma  City,  Perry,  Bartlesville  and 
Chelsea,  OK  and  Coffeyville.  KS. 

MC 107912  (Sub-44),  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  REBEL  MOTOR  FREIGHT. 
INC.,  3934  Homewood  Rd.,  Memphis,  TN 
38118.  Representative:  A.  Doyle  Cloud, 
2008  Clark  Tower,  5100  Poplar  Ave., 
Memphis,  TN  38137.  Transporting 
rubber  and  plastics  products,  between 
points  in  Copiah  County,  MS,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Memphis,  TN. 

MC  115122  (Sub-9),  filed  May  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  MARIANO  BROTHERS, 

INC.,  Shelter  Rock  Rd.,  Danbury,  CT. 
06810.  Representative:  Paul  J.  Goldstein, 
109  Church  St.,  New  Haven,  CT  06510. 
Transporting  commodities  requiring  the 
use  of  special  equipment  (1)  between 
points  in  ME,  NH,  VT,  MA,  CT,  RI,  NY, 
NJ,  and  PA,  and  (2)  between  points  in 
ME,  NH,  VT,  MA,  CT.  RI,  NY,  NJ  and 
PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  DE,  MD,  VA,  NC,  WV.  OH,  IN. 
IL,  MO,  WI,  MI,  SC,  GA,  FL,  and  DC. 

MC  118612  (Sub-15),  filed  May  12, 

1981.  Applicant:  COLUMBIA 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  700 131st  PL, 
Hammond,  IN  46320.  Representative: 
Richard  A.  Kerwin,  180  North  La  Salle 
St.,  Chicago,  IL  60601.  Transporting  coal 
and  coal  products,  and  petroleum, 
natural  gas  and  their  products  between 
points  in  Lake  County,  IN  and  points  in 
MI. 

MC  124213  (Sub-13),  filed  May  11, 

1981.  Applicant:  SWIFTLINES,  INC., 

7878 1  St.,  Omaha.  NE  68127. 
Representative:  Marshall  D.  Becker, 
Suite  610,  7171  Mercy  Rd.,  Omaha,  NE 
68106,  (402)  392-1220.  Transporting  food 
and  related  products,  between  Omaha, 
NE,  Chicago,  IL,  points  in  Henry  County, 
OH,  Johnson  and  Dodge  Counties,  NE, 
Martin  and  Nobles  Counties,  MN, 

Emmet  and  Woodbury  Counties,  IA,  and 
Minnehaha  County,  SD,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  CT, 

DE,  IL,  IN.  IA,  KS,  LA,  ME,  MD.  MA,  MI, 
MN.  MO.  NE,  NH,  NJ,  NY,  ND,  OH,  OK, 
PA,  RI,  SD,  TX.  VT.  VA,  WV.  WI.  and 
DC. 

MC  138902  (Sub-22),  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  ERB  TRANSPORTATION 
CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  65,  Crozet,  VA 
22932.  Representative:  Harry  C.  Ame», 
Jr..  805  McLachlen  Bank  Bldg.,  666 
Eleventh  St.  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20001,  (202)  628-9243.  Transporting  food 
and  related  products,  between  those 
points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  TX,  OK, 
KS,  NE,  SD,  and  ND. 


MC  139482  (Sub-190),  filed  May  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  NEW  ULM  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  877,  New  Ulm, 

MN  56073.  Representative:  Barry  M. 
Bloedel,  P.O.  Box  877,  New  Ulm,  MN 
56073,  507-354-8546.  Transporting 
printed  matter,  pulp  paper  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  145472  (Sub-3),  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  HOWARD  L.  AND  M. 

ELAINE  KIME,  d.b.a.  K  &  K 
TRANSPORT,  P.O.  Box  4906,  Eureka, 

CA  95501.  Representative:  M.  Elaine 
Kime  (same  address  as  applicant),  707- 
443-6735.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Lcuisiana-Pacific  Corporation,  of 
Samoa,  CA. 

MC  147452  (Sub-8),  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  W.D.W.  TRUCKING,  INC., 
2620  S.W.  66th  Terrace,  Miramar,  FL 
33023.  Representative:  Bruce  E.  Mitchell, 
Fifth  Floor,  Lenox  Towers  South,  3390 
Peachtree  Rd.  NE,  Atlanta,  GA  30326, 
404-262-7855.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Amstar  Corporation,  of  New  York,  NY. 

MC  147632  (Sub-6),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  M  &  M  FARM  LINES,  INC., 
Route  1,  Bertrand,  MO  63823. 
Representative:  Edward  P.  Bocko,  P.O. 
Box  496,  Mineral  Ridge  OH  44440,  216- 
652-5181.  Transporting  ice  cream, 
between  points  in  Middlesex  County, 

NJ,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  149462  (Sub-2),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  BERNARD  PAVELKA 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  1215  East  "J”  St., 
Hastings,  NE  68901.  Representative: 
Bradford  E.  Kistler,  P.O.  Box  82028, 
Lincoln,  NE  68501,  (402)  475-6761. 
Transporting  meats,  meat  products  and 
meat  by-products,  dairy  products, 
articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  and  such  commodities 
as  are  used  by  meat  packers  in  the 
conduct  of  their  business,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contract^)  with  (1)  Peck  Meat  Packing 
Corp.  of  Milwaukee,  WI,  and  (2)  Gibbon 
Packing,  Inc.,  of  Gibbon,  NE. 

MC  150592  (Sub-6F),  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  SUNFLOWER  CARRIERS, 
INC.,  12th  &  Academy,  P.O.  Box  561, 
York,  NE  68467.  Representative:  David 
R.  Parker,  P.O.  Box  81228,  Lincoln,  NE 
68501, 402-475-4414.  Transporting 
automotive  care  products,  between 
points  in  CA  and  OH,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  155183,  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  EVERETT  TRENT  AND 


MARION  TRENT,  d.b.a.  J.  H.  TRENT  & 
SONS,  2302  Fairlawn  Dr-  Carthage,  MO 
64836.  Representative:  Bruce  McCurry, 
910  Plaza  Towers,  Springfield,  MO 
65804,  (417)  883-7311.  Transporting  sand, 
lime,  limestone,  stone  products,  and 
calcium  products,  between  points  in  OK, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  MO. 

MC  155692F,  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  DON  PASCUZZO 
TRUCKING.  7153  Nada  St.,  Downey,  CA 
90242.  Representative:  Miles  L.  Kavaller, 
315  So.  Beverly  Dr.,  Suite  315,  Beverly 
Hills,  CA  90212.  Transporting  metal 
products  and  building  materials, 
between  points  in  Los  Angeles,  Orange, 
Riverside  and  San  Bernardino  Counties, 
CA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AZ,  CO,  ID,  NV,  OR,  and  UT. 

Volume  No.  OPY-2-082 

Decided:  May  20, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1, 
members  Parker,  Chandler,  and  Taylor. 

MC  32122  (Sub-5F),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  PAZEN  TRANSFER  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  243,  Waukau,  WI  54980. 
Representative:  Edward  J.  Gerrity,  601 
W.  College  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  914, 
Appleton,  WI  54912, 1-414-734-5608. 
Transporting  pulp,  paper  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  Winnebago 
County,  WI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  107912  (Sub-43F),  filed  May  8, 

1981.  Applicant:  REBEL  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC-  3934  Homewood, 
Memphis,  TN  38118.  Representative: 
Mark  Allen,  2008  Clark  Tower,  5100 
Poplar  Ave.,  Memphis,  TN  38137,  (901) 
767-5600.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  St. 

Landry  County,  LA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Baton  Rouge,  LA. 

Note. — Applicant  proposes  to  tack  this 
authority  sought  with  its  existing  authority. 

MC  121673  (Sub-5),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  WESTERN  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC-  1430  W.  Sheridan,  P.O. 
Box  82065,  Oklahoma  City,  OK  73148. 
Representative:  C.  L  Phillips,  Room  248, 
Classen  Terrace  Bldg.,  1411  N.  Classen, 
Oklahoma  City,  OK  73106,  408-528-3884. 
Over  regular  routes,  transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  Oklahoma 
City,  OK  and  Gainesville,  TX,  over 
Interstate  Hwy.  35,  serving  Pauls  Valley 
and  Ardmore,  OK  as  intermediate 
points. 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  tack  this 
authority  with  its  presently  held  authority  at 
Oklahoma  City,  OK. 

MC  138563  (Sub-4),  filed  May  11, 1961. 
Applicant:  J.M.J.  PROJECTS,  INC-  2100 
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West  50th  Street,  Shawnee  Mission,  KS 
66205.  Representative:  John  E.  Jandera, 
P.O.  Box  1979,  Topeka,  KS  66601,  913- 
234-0565.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  the  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  and  distributors  of 
batteries,  electric  storage  batteries,  and 
lead  ingots,  between  the  facilities  of 
Gould,  Inc.,  at  points  in  the  U.S.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
AR.  CO,  IA,  IL,  KS,  NE,  MO.  and  TX. 

MC 141312  (Sub-12),  filed  May  11. 

1981.  Applicant:  DOKTER  TRUCKING 
CORP.,  P.O.  Box  408,  Weeping  Water, 

NE  68463.  Representative:  Bradford  E. 
Kistler,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln,  NE 
68501,  402-475-6761.  Transporting 
chemicals  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  Cass  County,  NE,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  SD,  MN,  WI,  IA,  IL,  KS,  MO,  IN.  OH, 
KY,  ND,  NE,  MT,  AR,  CO,  and  WY. 

MC  142423  (Sub-15),  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  BIG  D  CARTAGE,  INC., 

28091  Kingsberry  Dr.,  Mt.  Clemens,  MI 
48045.  Representative:  Robert  E. 
McFarland,  2855  Coolidge,  Ste.  201A, 
Troy,  MI  48084,  313-649-6650. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  manufacturers  of 
containers  and  container  ends,  between 
those  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of 
MN,  IA.  MO,  AR,  and  LA. 

MC  150592  (Sub-7),  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  SUNFLOWER  CARRIERS, 
INC.,  12th  &  Academy,  P.O.  Box  561, 
York,  NE  68467.  Representative:  David 
R.  Parker,  P.O.  Box  81228,  Lincoln,  NE 
68501,  (402)  475-9521.  Transporting  pulp, 
paper,  and  related  products,  between 
points  in  Adams  County,  NE,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC  155123,  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  HIGHTOWER  TRUCKS, 

INC.,  Highway  61  West,  Fort  Madison, 

IA  52627.  Representative:  Richard  D. 
Howe,  600  Hubbell  Bldg.,  Des  Moines, 

IA  50309,  515-244-2329.  Transporting 
chemicals  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  Lee  County,  IA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  IL 
and  MO. 

MC  155792,  filed  May  7, 1981. 
Applicant:  MONTANA  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  960  West  Montana  St.,  Milwaukee, 
WI  53215.  Representative:  Leonard  J. 
Lewenshon,  235  West  Dean  Road, 
Milwaukee,  WI  53217,  414-351-0511. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  IA,  IL.  MN,  ND,  SD, 
WI.  and  those  points  in  the  Upper 
Peninsula  of  Michigan. 

MC  155852,  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  DOE  WELDON  TRUCKING. 
INC.,  904  S.  Commercial  St.,  Mingo 


Junction,  OH  43938.  Representative:  Paul 
F.  Beery,  275  E.  State  St.,  Columbus,  OH 
43215,  (614)  228-8575.  Transporting 
commodities  in  bulk,  between  points  in 
OH,  PA,  and  WV. 

MC  155872,  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  P  &  B  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  179,  Apollo,  PA  15613. 
Representative:  John  A.  Vuono,  2310 
Grant  Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15219,  (412) 
471-1800.  Transporting  general 
commodities,  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives)  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Allegheny  Ludlum  Steel  Corporation,  of 
Pittsburgh,  PA. 

Volume  No.  OPY-3-077 

Decided:  May  20, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carlton,  Fisher,  and  Williams. 

MC  344  (Sub-3),  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  RED  OAK  TRANSFER  AND 
STORAGE  CO.,  INC.,  506  Market  St., 

Red  Oak,  IA  51566.  Representative:  Carl 
E.  Munson,  469  Fischer  Bldg.,  P.O.  Box 
796,  Dubuque,  IA  52001,  (319)  557-1320. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
serving  points  in  Adams,  Cass,  Fremont, 
Mills,  Montgomery,  Page,  Pottawatomie 
and  Taylor  Counties,  IA,  and  Douglas 
County,  NE,  as  off-route  points  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  otherwise 
authorized  regular  route  operations. 

MC  1395  (Sub-15),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  ALVAN  MOTOR  FREIGHT, 
INC.,  3600  Alvan  Rd.,  Kalamazoo,  MI 
49001.  Representative:  Martin  J.  Leavitt, 
22375  Harrerty  Rd.,  P.O.  Box  400, 
Northville,  MI  48167  (313)  349-3980. 

Over  regular  routes,  transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  (1)  between  Detroit, 
MI,  and  Chicago,  IL,  (a)  over  Interstate 
Hwy  94,  and  (b)  from  Detroit,  over 
Interstate  Hwy  94  to  junction  with  U.S. 
Hwy  23,  then  south  to  Hwy  90  to 
Chicago,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
(2)  between  points  in  the  lower 
peninsular  of  MI  as  off-route  points  in 
connection  with  the  carriers  presently 
authorized  regular  route  operations. 

MC  1585  (Sub-13),  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  BARNES  TRUCK  LINE,  1320 
Hwy  13  North,  Columbia,  MS  39429. 
Representative:  Harold  D.  Miller,  Jr., 

17th  Floor,  Deposit  Guaranty  Plaza,  P.O. 
Box  22567,  Jackson,  MS  39205  (601)  948- 
5711.  Over  regular  routes,  transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  (1)  between  Pearl 
River,  LA,  and  Meridian,  MS,  (a)  over 
U.S.  Hwy  11,  and  (b)  over  Interstate 
Hwy  59,  (2)  between  Columbia,  MS  and 
Lumberton,  MS,  over  MS  Hwy  13,  (3) 
between  Columbia,  MS  and  Hattiesburg, 


MS,  over  U.S.  Hwy  98,  (4)  between 
Hattiesburg,  MS  and  Mendenhall,  MS, 
over  U.S.  Hwy  49,  (5)  between 
Vicksburg,  MS  and  Meridian,  MS,  (a) 
over  U.S.  Hwy  80  and  (b)  over  Interstate 
Hwy  20,  (6)  between  Jackson,  MS  and 
Meridian,  MS,  from  Jackson  over  U.S. 
Hwy  51  or  Interstate  Hwy  55  to  Canton, 
MS,  and  return  over  the  same  route,  and 
then  over  MS  Hwy  16  to  Philadelphia, 
MS,  then  over  MS  Hwy  19  to  Meridian, 
and  (7)  between  Philadelphia,  MS  and 
Newton,  MS,  over  MS  Hwy  15,  serving 
in  (1)  through  (7)  above,  points  in  MS  on 
and  south  of  U.S.  Hwy  82  as  off-route 
points. 

MC  36745  (Sub-6),  filed  May  8. 1981. 
Applicant:  BENNIE  M.  ANDERSON 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  51  E.  Main  St., 
Falconer,  NY  14733.  Representative: 
Ronald  W.  Malin,  Bankers  Trust  Bldg., 
4th  FI.,  Jamestown,  NY  14701  (716)  664- 
5210.  Transporting  furniture  and 
fixtures,  between  points  in  Chautauqua 
and  Cattaraugus  Counties,  NY,  and 
Crawford,  Erie,  Forest,  McKean,  and 
Warren  Counties,  PA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  CT,  ME,  MD, 
MA,  NJ,  NY,  NH,  OH,  PA,  RI,  VT,  and 
DC. 

MC  44735  (Sub-57),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  KISSICK  TRUCK  LINES, 

INC.,  7101  East  12th  St.,  Kansas  City, 

MO  64126.  Representative:  John  E. 
Jandera,  P.O.  Box  1979,  Topeka,  KS 
66601  (913)  234-0565.  Transporting  (1) 
building  materials  and  (2)  construction 
materials,  between  points  in  Posey 
County,  IN,  Will  County,  IL,  Madison 
County,  MO,  Hennepin  County,  MN, 
Jackson  County,  MO,  Marinette  County, 
WI,  St.  Louis,  MO,  Dallas,  TX,  Denver, 
CO,  New  Orleans,  LA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AR,  CO,  IL, 
IN,  IA,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MN,  MO,  NE,  OK. 
TN,  TX,  and  WI. 

MC  53965  (Sub-190),  filed  April  6, 

1981,  previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  April  23, 1981. 
Applicant:  GRAVES  TRUCK  LINE,  INC., 
2130  South  Ohio,  P.O.  Box  1387,  Salina, 
KS  67401.  Representative:  Larry  E. 

Gregg,  641  Harrison  St.,  P.O.  Box  1979, 
Topeka,  KS  66601  (913)  234-0565. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  Shawnee  County,  KS, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

Note. — This  republication  corrects  the 
territorial  description. 

MC  58944  (Sub-4),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  STAATS  EXPRESS,  INC.,  507 
South  St.,  Rensselaer,  NY  12144. 
Representative:  Neil  D.  Breslin,  600 
Broadway,  Albany,  NY  12207  (518J-465- 
3391.  Transporting  general  commodities 
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(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  Albany,  Columbia, 
Rensselaer  and  Schenectady  Counties, 
NY,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Berkshire,  Franklin,  Hampshire 
and  Hampton  Counties,  MA. 

MC  109595  (Sub-26),  filed  May  11, 

1981.  Applicant:  REX 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  Suite 
207  Clausen  Bldg.,  1520  North 
Woodward  Ave.,  Bloomfield  Hills,  MI 
48013.  Representative:  William  B.  Elmer, 
624  Third  St.,  Traverse  City,  MI  49684 
(616J-941-5313.  Transporting  clay, 
concrete,  glass  or  stone  products, 
between  points  in  CT,  DE,  IL,  IN.  IA,  KY, 

MD,  MN,  MI,  MO,  NJ,  NY,  NC,  ND,  OH, 
PA,  SD.  TN,  VA.  WV,  WI  and  DC. 

MC  116325  (Sub-91),  filed  May  11, 

1981.  Applicant:  JENNINGS  BOND  d.b.a. 
BOND  ENTERPRISES,  P.O.  Box  8, 
Lutesville,  MO  63762.  Representative: 
}ennings  Bond  (same  address  as 
applicant)  (314)-238-2601.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  the  facilities 
of  (1)  Pillsbury  Company;  and  (2) 
Westvaco  Corporation,  at  points  in  the 
U.S.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  119974  (Sub-234),  filed  February  9, 
1981.  Applicant:  L.  C.  L.  TRANSIT 
COMPANY,  949  Advance  Street,  Green 
Bay,  WI  54304.  Representative:  Carl  L 
Steiner,  39  South  LaSalle  Street, 

Chicago,  IL  60603.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  grocery 
and  food  business  houses,  drug  stores 
and  department  stores,  between  points 
in  NE,  KS,  MN,  IA,  MO,  WI,  IL.  MI,  IN. 

KY,  TN,  OH,  PA,  NY,  ND,  SD  and  NJ. 

MC  140665  (Sub-138),  filed  May  11, 

1981.  Applicant:  PRIME,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
4208,  Springfield,  MO  65804. 
Representative:  Clayton  Geer,  P.O.  Box 
786,  Ravenna,  OH  44266  (216)  296-2877. 
Transporting  (1)  malt  beverages,  and  (2) 
empty  containers,  between  points  in 
Jefferson  County,  CO,  on  the  oneliand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  TN,  LA,  MS, 
MO,  WA,  CA,  and  TX. 

MC  142734,  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  NITTSU  NEW  YORK,  INC. 
19-19  37th  Street,  Long  Island  City,  NY 
11105.  Representative:  Alvin  Altman, 
888  Seventh  Avenue,  New  York,  NY 
10106,  (212)  245-7700  Transporting  used 
household  goods,  between  Baltimore, 
MD  and  Philadelphia,  PA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  DE, 
MD,  NJ,  PA,  VA  and  DC. 

MC  145664  (Sub-29),  filed  May  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  STALBERGER,  INC., 
223  South  50th  Ave.  West,  Duluth,  MN 
55807.  Representative:  Joyce  L. 
Donaldson  (same  address  as  applicant), 
(218)  624-3641.  Transporting  building 


materials,  between  the  facilities  of  GAF 
Corporation,  at  Minneapolis,  MN,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  point  in  IA, 
MT,  ND,  and  WI. 

MC  145664  (Sub-30),  filed  May  11, 

1981.  Applicant:  STALBERGER.  INC., 

223  South  50th  Ave.  West,  Duluth,  MN 
55807.  Representative:  Joyce  L. 

Donaldson  (same  address  as  applicant) 
(218)  624-3641.  Transporting  building 
materials,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  145715  (Sub-18),  filed  May  11. 

1981.  Applicant:  BELL  TRUCKING.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  165,  Van  Buren,  AR  t2956. 
Representative:  Don  Garrison,  P.O.  Box 
1065,  Fayetteville,  AR  72701  (501)  521- 
8121.  Transporting  such  commodities  as 
are  dealt  in  or  used  by  variety  and 
grocery  stores,  between  the  facilities  of 
Wal-Mart  Stores,  Inc.,  in  AL,  AR,  IL,  KS, 
KY.  LA,  MS,  MO,  OK,  TN,  and  TX,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S. 

MC  147165  (Sub-1),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  RUIZ  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  324 
Suffolk  St.,  Lowell,  MA  01852. 
Representative:  Robert  G.  Parks,  20 
Walnut  St.,  Suite  101,  Wellesley  Hills, 
MA  02181,  (617)  235-5571.  Transporting 

(1)  such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  (a)  automotive  service  stations, 
and  (b)  automotive  supply  dealers,  and 

(2)  petroleum  products,  between  points 
in  the  U.S. 

MC  151095  (Sub-1),  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  BLUE  &  WHITE  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  Route  1,  Box  27BD,  Richmond,  KY 
40475.  Representative:  Louis  J.  Amato, 
P.O.  Box  E,  Bowling  Green,  KY  42101, 
(502)-781-4446.  Transporting  metal 
products,  between  points  in  OH,  KY,  IL, 
IN,  TN,  MI,  MS,  MO  and  GA. 

MC  151205  (Sub-3),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  ROY  RIPLEY  AND  R.  F. 
CAMPBELL  d.b.a.  R  &  C  ENTERPRISES. 
P.O.  Box  2492,  Johnson  City,  TN  37601. 
Representative:  R.  Cameron  Rollins,  124 
Commerce  St..  Kingsport,  TN  37660, 
(615J-247-7136.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  Sullivan, 
Washington,  Carter  and  Hawkins 
Counties,  TN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  152195,  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  LEO  PETRILLO,  3465 
Bowman  St.,  Philadelphia,  PA  19129. 
Representative:  Francis  W.  Doyle,  323 
Maple  Ave.,  Southampton,  PA  18966, 
(215)  357-7220.  Transporting  building 
materials,  between  points  in  PA,  DE, 
MD,  NJ.  and  NY. 

MC  152244,  filed  May  11. 1981. 
Applicant:  TOTE,  INC.,  Box  753,  Sioux 
Falls,  SD  57101.  Representative:  Thomas 
J.  Simmons,  5301  North  Cliff,  P.O.  Box 
480,  Sioux  Falls,  SD  57101,  (605)  339- 


3629.  Transporting  malt  beverages, 
carbon  dioxide  gas  and  containers, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Madison 
Grain  Belt,  Inc.,  of  Madison,  SD. 

MC  152285  (Sub-2),  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  PACKERLAND  TRANSPORT 
INC.,  2580  University  Ave.,  P.O.  Box 
1184,  Green  Bay,  WI  54305. 
Representative:  Richard  A.  Westley, 

4506  Regent  St.,  Suite  100,  Madison,  WI 
53705,  (608)  238-3119.  Transporting  food 
and  related  products,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Packerland  Packing  Company.  Inc., 
of  Green  Bay,  WI. 

MC  154115,  filed  May  8. 1981. 
Applicant:  SERVICE  TRUCKING,  INC. 
502  Parke.  Pratt,  KS  67124. 
Representative:  Kenneth  E.  Roberts 
(same  address  as  applicant)  (316)  672- 
7212.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contracts  with  (1)  Mud-Co, 
Inc.,  and  (2)  Chem  Serv,  Inc.  both  of 
Wichita,  KS. 

MC  154535,  (Sub-1),  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  JAN  PACKAGING  INC.  P.O. 
Box  448,  Harrison  St.  Dover,  NJ  07801. 
Representative:  Michael  R.  Werner,  P.O. 
Box  1409, 167  Fairfield  Rd.  Fairfield,  NJ. 
07006  (201)  575-7700.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  New  York, 
NY  and  points  in  NJ,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  155135,  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  JOHN  A.  DeVries,  RJL  2, 
Oregon,  IL  61061.  Representative: 
Abraham  A.  Diamond,  29  South  LaSalle 
St.  Chicago,  IL  60603  (312)  236-0548. 
Transporting  chemicals  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  IL,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  IL, 
IN.  IA,  KY,  MI,  MN.  MO,  and  WI. 

MC  155594,  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  SATAN  TRUCKING,  INC. 
Route  2,  Box  119,  Stonewall.  OK  74871. 
Representative:  G.  Timothy  Armstrong, 
20G  North  Choctaw,  P.O.  Box  1124,  El 
Reno,  OK  73036  (405)  262-1322. 
Transporting  malt  beverages,  between 
St.  Louis,  Mo,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Pontotoc  County. 

OK. 

Volume  No.  OPY-3-079 

Decided:  May  20, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2. 
Members  Carleton.  Fisher  and  Williams. 

MC  53965  (Sub-194),  filed  May  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  GRAVES  TRUCK  LINE, 
INC.  P.O.  Box  1387,  Salina,  KS  67401. 
Representative:  Bruce  A.  Bullock,  One 
Woodward  Avenue,  26th  Floor,  Detroit, 
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MI  48226  (913)  965-2577.  Over  regular 
routes,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  (1)  betyveen  Houston,  TX 
and  University  Park,  NM.  over  Interstate 
Hvvy  10;  (2)  between  Dallas,  TX  and 
junction  Interstate  Hwys  20  and  10  near 
Kent,  TX.  over  Interstate  Hwy  20;  (3) 
between  University  Park,  NM  and 
Pueblo,  CO,  over  Interstate  Hwy  25;  (4) 
between  Amarillo,  TX  and  Albuquerque. 
NM,  over  Interstate  Hwy  40,  (5)  between 
El  Paso,  TX  and  Dalhart,  TX,  over  U.S. 
Hwy  54,  (6)  between  Texarkana,  TX  and 
Alamogordo,  NM,  Over  U.S.  Hwy  82;  (7) 
between  Tularosa,  NM  and  Little  Rock, 
AR,  over  U.S.  Hwy  70;  (8)  between 
Sanderson,  TX  and  Santa  Fe,  NM,  over 
U.S.  Hwy  285,  (9)  between  Brownsville. 
TX  and  Dallas,  TX,  over  U.S.  Hwy  77, 

(10)  between  Laredo,  TX  and  Waco,  TX 
over  Interstate  Hwy  35,  (11)  between 
Laredo,  TX  and  Houston,  TX,  over  U.S. 
Hwy  59,  (12)  between  Liberal,  KS  and 
Brownsville,  TX,  over  U.S.  Hwy  83;  (13) 
between  Victoria,  TX  and  Raton,  NM, 
over  U.S.  Hwy  87,  (14)  between  El  Paso, 
TX  and  Fayetteville,  AR,  over  U.S.  Hwy 
62;  (15)  between  junction  U.S.  Hwy  60 
and  Interstate  Hwy  25  near  Bernardo, 
NM  and  Springfield,  MO,  over  U.S.  Hwy 
60,  (16)  between  Greensburg,  KS  and 
Refugio.  TX,  over  U.S.  Hwy  183,  (17) 
between  San  Antonio,  TX  and  Van 
Horn,  TX,  over  U.S.  Hwy  90;  (18) 
between  Carrizo  Springs,  TX  and 
Wichita  Falls,  TX,  over  U.S.  Hwy  277, 
(19)  between  Corsicana,  TX  and  Port 
Arthur,  TX,  over  U.S.  Hwy  287,  (20) 
between  Woodville,  TX  and  Denison, 
TX,  over  U.S.  Hwy  69;  (21)  between 
Wichita  Falls,  TX  and  San  Juan,  TX, 
over  U.S.  Hwy  281;  (22)  between 
Roswell,  NM  and  Greenville,  TX,  over 
U.S.  Hwy  380,  (23)  between  junction  U.S. 
Hwys  177  and  70  near  Dickson,  OK  and 
junction  U.S.  Hwys  177  and  60  near 
Ponca  City,  OK  over  U.S.  Hwy  177;  (24) 
between  Corpus  Christi,  TX  and 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  77  and  Interstate 
Hwy  37  near  Callalen,  TX  over 
Interstate  Hwy  37;  (25)  between  Boise 
City.  OK  and  Ft.  Stockton,  TX  over  U.S. 
Hwy  385;  (26)  between  Dallas,  TX  and 
Alpine,  TX  over  U.S.  Hwy  67,  and  over 
(B)  irregular  routes,  between  points  in 
KS.  NE.  MO,  CO.  TX,  IA,  OK,  and  NM. 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  tack  this 
authority  with  its  existing  authority. 

MC  58035  (Sub-36),  filed  May  14, 1981. 
Applicant;  TRANS- WESTERN 
EXPRESS,  LTD.,  5231  Monroe  St., 
Denver.  CO  80216.  Representative; 
David  E.  Driggers,  1660  Lincoln  Center, 
1660  Lincoln  St.,  Denver,  CO  80264  (303) 
861-4028.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  the  U.S. 


MC  60325  (Sub-11),  filed  May  13, 1981. 
Applicant:  JEFFERSON  LINES,  INC., 

1206  Currie  Avenue,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55403.  Representative:  Richard  D.  Howe, 
600  Hubbell  Building,  Des  Moines,  IA 
50309  (515)  244-2329.  Transporting 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers,  in  round- 
trip  special  or  charter  operations, 
beginning  and  ending  at  points  in 
Carroll,  Greene,  Sac,  Calhoun,  Webster, 
Cherokee,  Buena  Vista,  Pocahontas, 
Humboldt,  Palo  Alto,  Kossuth, 

Dickinson,  and  Emmet  Counties,  IA,  and 
entending  to  points  in  the  U.S.  (including 
AK  but  excluding  HI). 

MC  72495  (Sub-26),  filed  May  14. 1981. 
Applicant:  DON  SWART  TRUCKING. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  49,  Route  2,  Wellsburg, 
WV  26070.  Representative;  Stephen  J. 
Habash,  100  E.  Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH 
43215  (614)  228-1541.  Transporting  clay, 
concrete,  glass  or  stone  products, 
between  Gary,  IN,  and  points  in 
Merrimack  County,  NH,  Marshall 
County,  WV,  Hudson  County,  NJ,  and 
Muhlenberg  County,  KY,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  CT, 

DE.  IL,  IN,  KY,  ME,  MD,  MA,  MI,  NH, 

NJ,  NY.  NC,  OH.  PA,  RI,  SC,  VA.  WV, 
and  DC. 

MC  96855  (Sub-8),  filed  May  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  REFRIGERATED  DELIVERY 
SERVICE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  50247,  Tulsa. 
OK  74150.  Representative:  Wilburn  L. 
Williamson,  Suite  615-East,  The  Oil 
Center,  2601  Northwest  Expressway, 
Oklahoma  City,  OK  73112  (405)  848- 
7946.  Transporting  food  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  Benton, 
Crawford,  Sebastian,  and  Washington 
Counties,  AR,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  OK. 

MC  118534  (Sub-3),  filed  May  14, 1981. 
Applicant:  TOK  DISTRIBUTING 
SERVICES,  INC.,  1250  Oklahoma  Ave., 
Anchorage,  AK  95510.  Representative: 
Robert  P.  Sack,  P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St. 
Paul,  MN  55118  (612)  457-6889. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  MN,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AK. 

MC  136275  (Sub-30),  filed  May  14, 
1981.  Applicant:  WHITFIELD 
ASSOCIATED  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  777 
Executive  Blvd.,  El  Paso,  TX  79922. 
Representative:  Dann  L.  Drewery  (same 
address  as  applicant)  (915)  532-2691. 
Transporting  (1)  building  materials;  and 
(2)  metal  products,  between  points  in 
AL,  AR,  AZ,  CA,  CO,  KS,  LA.  MO,  MS. 
NE,  NM,  NV,  OK,  TX,  UT  and  WY. 

MC  138505  (Sub-16),  filed  May  1, 1981. 
Applicant:  METROPOLITAN 
CONTRACT  SERVICES,  INC.,  6000 
South  Ulster  Street,  Suite  206, 
Englewood,  CO  80111.  Representative: 


Kenny  Cunningham  (same  address  as 
applicant)  (303)  773-8883.  Transporting 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
wholesale  drug  distributors,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  McPike,  Inc.,  of  Kansas 
City,  MO. 

MC  141964  (Sub-2),  filed  May  14, 1981. 
Applicant:  AMERICAN  INTERSTATE 
MOTOR  FREIGHT,  P.O.  Box  211,  West 
Patterson,  NJ  07425.  Representative: 
Harold  L.  Reckson,  33-28  Halsey  Rd., 

Fair  Lawn,  NY  07410  (201)  791-2270. 
Transporting  metal  products,  between 
New  York,  NY,  and  points  in  Hartford 
County,  CT,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  DE,  MD,  PA,  VA,  NC, 
SC,  GA,  FL,  AL,  AR,  MS,  LA,  TN  and 
DC. 

MC  143394  (Sub-24),  filed  May  13, 

1981.  Applicant:  GENIE  TRUCKING 
LINE,  INC.,  70  Carlisle  Springs  Rd.,  P.O. 
Box  840,  Carlisle,  PA  17013. 
Representative:  G.  Kenneth  Bishop 
(same  address  as  applicant)  (717)  249- 
2425.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  East-West 
Shippers  Association,  Inc.,  Westmont, 

IL. 

MC  144504  (Sub-1),  filed  May  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  DELTA  CHARTER  SERVICE, 
INC.,  4900  E.  Mariposa,  Stockton,  CA 
95206.  Representative:  Eldon  M. 

Johnson,  650  California  St.,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94108  (415)  986-8696. 
Transporting  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  special  and  charter 
operations,  beginning  and  ending  at 
points  in  San  Joaquin  County,  CA  and 
extending  to  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  145955  (Sub-24),  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  CENTRAL  TRUCK  SERVICE, 
INC.,  4440  Buckingham  Avenue,  Omaha, 
NE  68107.  Representative:  Arlyn  L. 
Westergren,  Suite  201,  9202  W.  Dodge 
Rd.,  Omaha,  NE  68114.  Transporting 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
manufacturers  and  distributors  of 
containers,  and  related  items,  between 
the  facilities  of  Stone  Container 
Corporation,  in  the  U.S.  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  146865  (Sub-5),  filed  May  13, 1981. 
Applicant:  M.  T.  SERVICES,  INC.,  d.b.a. 
BRENNAN  EXPRESS.  P.O.  Box  18402, 
Baltimore,  MD  21237.  Representative: 
Raymond  P.  Keigher,  401  E.  Jefferson  St., 
Suite  102,  Rockville,  MD  20850,  (301) 
424-2420.  Transporting  printed  matter, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Random 
House,  Inc.,  of  Westminster,  MD. 

MC  150954  (Sub-32),  filed  May  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  TRAVIS 
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TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  6013 
Rittiman  Plaza,  San  Antonio,  TX  78218. 
Representative:  Maxwell  A.  Howell, 

1100  Investment  Bldg.,  1511  K  St.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20005,  (202)  783-7900. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  retail  and  mail  order 
houses,  between  points  in  the  U.S.  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  T.  G.  &  Y. 
Stores  Co.,  of  Oklahoma  City,  OK. 

MC  155815,  filed  May  7, 1981. 
Applicant:  MONKEY  GRIP  RUBBER 
COMPANY,  5320  Harry  Hines  Blvd., 
Dallas,  TX  75235.  Representative:  Ralph 
W.  Pulley,  |r.,  4555  First  National  Bank 
Building,  Dallas,  TX  75202,  (214)  741- 
6263.  Transporting  general  commodities, 
(1)  between  points  in  LA,  AR,  OK,  NM, 
and  that  part  of  TX  on  and  north  of 
Interstate  Hwy.  10,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.,  (2) 
between  points  in  GA,  TN,  SC,  NC,  VA, 
WV,  and  KY,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  and  east  of 
ND,  SD,  NE,  CO,  and  NM. 

Note. — To  the  extent  the  authority  granted 
herein  authorizes  the  transportation  of 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  it  will  expire  5 
years  from  the  date  of  issuance. 

MC  155775,  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  NORTHWESTERN 
MICHIGAN  TRUCKING,  INC.,  9196 
Eleven  Mile  Rd.,  Bear  Lake,  MI  49614. 
Representative:  William  B.  Elmer,  624 
Third  St.,  Traverse  City,  Ml  49684,  (616) 
941-5313.  Transporting  food  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  155804,  filed  May  14, 1981. 
Applicant:  OILFIELD  HEAVY 
HAULERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  39,  Church 
Point,  LA  70525.  Representative:  C.  W. 
Ferebee,  720  N.  Post  Oak,  Suite  230, 
Houston,  TX  77024  (713)  688-6110. 
Transporting  (1)  Mercer  Commodities 
and  (2)  earth  drilling  machinery  and 
equipment,  and  machinery,  equipment, 
materials,  supplies  and  pipe  incidental 
to,  used  in,  or  in  connection  with  (a)  the 
transportation,  installation,  removal, 
operation,  repair,  servicing, 
maintenance,  and  dismantling  of  drilling 
machinery  and  equipment,  (b)  the 
completion  of  holes  or  wells  drilled,  (c) 
the  production,  storage  and  transmission 
of  commodities  resulting  from  drilling 
operations  at  well  or  hole  sites,  and  (d) 
the  injection  or  removal  of  commodities 
into  or  from  holes  or  wells,  between 
points  in  AL,  AR,  FL,  LA,  MS,  OK,  and 
TX. 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-140 

Decided:  May  18, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher  and  Williams. 

MC  57698  (Sub-29),  filed  May  6, 1981. 
Applicant:  LESTER  SMITH  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  2645  East  51st  Ave.,  Denver,  CO 


80216.  Representative:  David  J.  Lister, 

P.O.  Box  17039,  Portland,  OR  97217  (503) 
285-0481.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  (1)  between  points  in  CA, 

OR,  WA,  and  AZ,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  CO,  NM,  WY,  ND, 
SD,  NE,  KS.  MO,  IA,  MN,  IL.  IN,  and  WI. 
and  (2)  between  points  in  ID,  NV,  MT, 

UT,  NM.  CO,  WY.  ND.  SD,  NE,  KS,  MO. 
IA,  MN,  WI,  IL.  and  IN. 

MC  83517  (Sub-2),  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  ROBERT  L  BROWNING 
d.b.a.  BROWNING  VAN  &  STORAGE, 
938  N.  Fourth,  P.O.  Box  269,  Clinton,  MO 
64375.  Representative:  James  C. 
Swearengen,  P.O.  Box  456,  Jefferson 
City,  MO  65102  314/635-7166. 
Transporting  household  goods,  between 
points  in  MO,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  128007  (Sub-166),  filed  May  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  HOFER,  INC.,  20th  and 
69  Bypass,  P.O.  Box  583,  Pittsburg,  KS 
66762.  Representative:  Larry  E.  Gregg, 

641  Harrison  St.,  P.O.  Box  1979,  Topeka, 
KS  66601  (913)  234-0565.  Transporting 
(1)  rubber  and  plastic  products,  and  (2) 
waste  or  scrap  materials  not  identified 
by  industry  producing,  between  points 
in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Able  Plastics,  a  Division  of 
Alexander  Plastics,  of  Dallas,  TX. 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-143 

Decided:  May  21, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher  and  Williams. 

MC  152406  (Sub-3),  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  TEXAS  WESTERN 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  5713  Azle  Ave.,  Fort 
Worth,  TX  76114.  Representative:  Billy 
R.  Ried,  1721  Carl  St.,  Fort  Worth,  TX 
76103  (817)  332-4718.  Transporting  food 
and  related  products,  between  points  in 
Dallas  County,  TX,  on  the  one  band, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  154376,  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  BOBBY  R.  HODGSON,  556 
Roxbury  Dr.,  Riverdale,  GA  30274. 
Representative:  Bobby  R.  Hodgson 
(same  address  as  applicant)  (404)  478- 
5486.  Transporting  food  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  GA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
SC,  NC.  FL,  AL.  MS,  LA,  and  TX. 

MC  155366,  filed  May  6, 1981. 
Applicant:  JOSEPH  H.  AYOUB  d.b.a. 
SAWAYA  TRUCKING  COMPANY.  6935 
Commerce,  El  Paso,  TX  79915. 
Representative:  Joseph  H.  Ayoub  (same 
address  as  applicant)  (915)  772-7900. 
Transporting  (1)  food  and  related 
products,  (2)  tobacco  products,  (3) 
household  appliances,  and  (4)  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  discount 
stores,  between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 


continuing  contract(s)  with  Border 
Tobacco  Company,  Inc.,  and  Ayoub 
Exports,  Inc.,  both  of  El  Paso,  TX. 

MC  155776,  filed  May  7, 1981. 
Applicant:  NYLON  CAPITAL 
LIMOUSINE  SERVICE,  R.D.  3,  Box  302, 
Seaford,  DE 19973.  Representative: 
Richard  A.  O'Bier  (same  address  as 
applicant)  (302)  629-7339.  Transporting 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  between 
points  in  Sussex  County,  DE,  and 
Wicomico,  Caroline,  Dorchester,  and 
Talbot  Counties,  MD,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-145 

Decided:  May  21. 1981. 

The  Commission,  Review  Board  No!  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher  and  Williams. 

MC  29886  (Sub-386),  filed  May  6, 1981. 
Applicant:  DALLAS  &  MAVIS 
FORWARDING  CO.,  INC.,  4314  39th 
Ave.,  Kenosha,  WI  53142. 

Representative:  Paul  F.  Sullivan.  711 
Washington  Bldg.,  Washington,  DC  (202) 
347-3987.  Transporting  machinery  and 
metal  products,  between  the  facilities  of 
Clark  Equipment  Company  at  points  in 
the  U.S.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  109026  (Sub-32),  filed  May  13, 

1981.  Applicant:  MANNING  MOTOR 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  685,  Glasgow. 
KY  42141.  Representative:  Henry  E. 
Seaton,  929  Pennsylvania  Bldg.,  425 13th 
St.,  N.W.,  Washington,  DC  20004  (202) 
347-8862.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  Metcalfe 
County,  KY,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  tack  to  its 
existing  authority. 

MC  109376  (Sub-23),  filed  May  12, 
1981.  Applicant:  SKINNER  TRANSFER 
CORP.,  P.O.  Box  284,  Reedsburg,  WI 
53959.  Representative:  Richard  A. 
Westley,  4506  Regent  St,  Suite  100, 
Madison,  WI  53705,  (608)  238-3119. 
Transporting  rubber  and  plastic 
products,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Penda 
Corp.,  of  Portage,  WI. 

MC  117786  (Sub-135),  filed  May  5, 
1981.  Applicant:  RILEY  WHITTLE,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  19038,  Phoenix.  AZ  85014. 
Representative:  A.  Michael  Bernstein, 
1441  E.  Thomas  Rd.,  Phoenix,  AZ  85014, 
(602)  264-4891.  Transporting  (1)  pulp, 
paper  and  related  products,  (2)  rubber 
and  plastic  products,  (3)  textile  mill 
products,  and  (4)  metal  products, 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  143986  (Sub-2),  filed  May  11, 1901. 
Applicant:  ROBERT  L.  WILLEY,  d.b.a. 
WILLEY  FRF.IGHTWAYS,  P.O.  Box  58, 
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Dolton,  IL  60419.  Representative:  David 
A.  Turano,  100  E.  Broad  St.,  Columbus, 
OH  43215,  (614)  228-1541.  Transporting 
building  materials,  between  points  in 
Cook  County,  IL  and  Lake  County,  IN, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  OH. 

MC  144776  (Sub-14),  filed  May  11, 

1981.  Applicant:  APACHE  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  833  Warner  St.,  SW,  Atlanta,  GA 
30310.  Representative:  Virgil  H.  Smith, 
Suite  12, 1587  Phoenix  Blvd.,  Atlanta, 

GA  30349,  (404)  996-6266.  Transporting 
rubber  and  plastic  products,  between 
the  facilities  of  Dixie  Bag  Company,  Inc. 
in  the  U.S.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  those  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and 
east  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  KS,  OK,  and  TX. 

MC  147876  (Sub-4),  filed  May  13, 1981. 
Applicant:  SHAY  COMPANY.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  2081,  Clarksville,  IN  47130. 
Representative:  K.  Edward  Wolcott, 

Suite  1200  Gas  Light  Tower,  235 
Peachtree  St.,  N.E.,  Atlanta,  GA  30303, 
(404)  522-2322.  Transporting 
transportation  equipment,  between 
points  in  Wayne  County,  MI,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC  155466,  filed  May  14, 1981. 
Applicant:  B.C.  VACUUM  SERVICE, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1057,  Nederland,  TX 
77672.  Representative:  James  R.  Boyd, 
1000  Perry  Brooks  Bldg.,  Austin,  TX 
78701  (713)  823-3270.  Transporting  waste 
or  scrap  materials  not  identified  by 
industry  producing,  between  points  in 
LA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  TX. 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-146 

Decided:  May  21, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher  and  Williams. 

MC  146646  (Sub-146),  filed  May  8, 

1981.  Applicant:  BRISTOW  TRUCKING 
CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box  6355-A, 

Birmingham,  AL  35217.  Representative: 
John  R.  Frawley,  Jr.,  Suite  200, 120 
Summit  Parkway,  Birmingham,  AL  35209 
(205)  942-9116.Transporting  carpet  and 
carpet  backing,  between  the  facilities  of 
Trend  Carpet/Roxbury  Carpet/Divisions 
of  WWG  Industries,  Inc.,  at  points  in  GA 
and  SC,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  147766  (Sub-5),  filed  May  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  COLORADO-DENVER/ 
WAREHOUSE-DELIVERY,  INC.,  4902 
Smith  Rd.,  Denver,  CO  80216. 
Representative:  Russell  R.  Sage,  Suite 
400,  Overlook  Bldg.,  6121  Lincolnia  Rd., 
Alexandria.  VA  22312  (703)  7 50- 
1112.Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  CO  and  UT. 
Condition:  Issuance  of  a  certificate  in 


this  proceeding  is  subject  to  prior  or 
coincidental  cancellation,  at  applicant's 
written  request,  of  Certificate  of 
Registration  No.  MC-97186  (Sub-No.  4). 

MC  151556  (Sub-3),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  ALLSTATE 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  10700 
Lyndale  Ave.  South,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55420.  Representative:  Marvin  M. 

Mueller  (same  address  as  applicant) 

(612)  890-2141.Transporting  textile  mill 
products,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Munsingwear  Corporation,  of 
Minneapolis,  MN. 

MC  153196  (Sub-2),  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  PRINCL  FREIGHTLINES, 

INC.,  1641  Carole  St.,  Green  Bay,  WI 
54303.  Representative:  Richard  A. 
Westley,  4506  Regent  St.,  Suite  100, 
Madison,  WI  53705  (608)  238-3119. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Packerland 
Packing  Company,  Inc.,  of  Green  Bay, 

WI. 

MC  155906,  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  GUS  CASELLA,  d.b.a.  T. 
BURGESS  MOVING  &  EXPRESS,  221  E. 
88  St.,  NY,  NY  10028.  Representative: 

Gus  Casella  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  household 
goods,  between  points  in  NY,  NJ,  CT,  RI, 
MA,  VT,  NH,  ME,  PA,  MD,  DE,  VA,  WV, 
OH,  and  DC. 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-148 

Decided:  May  21, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher  and  Williams. 

MC  70557  (Sub-53),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  NIELSEN  BROS.  CARTAGE 
CO.,  INC.,  4619  W.  Homer  St.,  Chicago, 

IL  60639.  Representative:  Carl  L.  Steiner, 
39  S.  LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  IL  60603  (312) 
236-9375.  Jransporting  (1)  forest 
products,  (2)  textile  mill  products,  (3) 
furniture  and  fixtures,  (4)  pulp,  paper 
and  related  products,  and  (5)  rubber  and 
plastic  products,  between  the  facilities 
of  Scott  Paper  Company,  at  points  in  the 
U.S.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  107107  (Sub-495),  filed  May  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  ALTERMAN 
TRANSPORT  LINES.  INC.,  12805  N.W. 
42d  Ave.,  Opa  Locka,  FL  33054. 
Representative:  Sidney  Alterman  (same 
address  as  applicant)  (305)  688-3571. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  department  stores, 
between  points  in  AL,  FL,  GA,  MS,  NC, 
SC.  TN.  VA.  WV,  and  KY. 

MC  119787  (Sub-11),  filed  May  11. 
1981.  Applicant:  F.  W.  GROVES 
TRUCKING  COMPANY.  Route  4,  Box 
89,  Leland,  NC  28451.  Representative: 


Ralph  McDonald,  P.O.  Box  2246,  Raleigh. 
NC  27602  (919)  828-0731.  Transporting 
metal  products,  between  the  facilities  of 
Carolina  Steel  Corporation,  at  points  in 
the  U.S.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  NC,  SC,  and  TN. 

MC  123157  (Sub-50),  filed  May  11, 

1981.  Applicant:  CTI,  a  corporation,  P.O. 
Box  397,  Rillito,  AZ  85246. 
Representative:  A.  Michael  Bernstein, 
1441  E.  Thomas  Rd.,  Phoenix,  AZ  85014 
(602)  264-4891.  Transporting 
commodities  in  bulk,  between  points  in 
AZ,  CA,  CO,  NM,  NV,  TX,  and  UT. 

MC  127187  (Sub-55),  filed  May  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  FLOYD  DUENOW, 

INC.,  P.O.  Box  86,  Savage,  MN  55378. 
Representative:  William  J.  Gambucci, 
525  Lumber  Exchange  Bldg.,  Ten  South 
Fifth  St.,  Minneapolis,  MN  55402  (612) 
340-0808.  Transporting  lumber  and 
wood  products,  between  points  in  the 
U.S.  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
(1)  T.W.  Hager  Lumber  Company,  of 
Grand  Rapids,  MI,  (2)  Schaberg  Lumber 
Company,  of  Lansing,  MI  (3)  Gibbs 
Lumber  Company,  of  Lake  Elmo,  MN, 
and  (4)  Lake  Elmo  Hardwood  Lumber 
Company,  Inc.,  of  Fargo,  ND  and  Lake 
Elmo,  MN.  « 

MC  148187  (Sub-5),  filed  May  14, 1981. 
Applicant:  VIERON,  INC.,  1700  Cherry 
Hill  Rd.,  Baltimore,  MD  21230. 
Representative:  Walter  T.  Evans,  7961 
Eastern  Ave.,  Silver  Spring,  MD  20910 
(301)  587-8656.  Transporting  hazardous 
waste  materials,  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
American  Recovery  Company,  Inc.,  of 
Baltimore,  MD. 

MC  155937,  filed  May  13, 1981. 
Applicant:  INTERNATIONAL  BUS 
SERVICES.  INC.,  262-268  Monitor  St., 
Brooklyn,  NY  11222.  Representative: 
Samuel  B.  Zinder,  98  Cutter  Mill  Rd., 
Great  Neck,  NY  11021.  Transporting 
passengers  and  their  baggage  in  charter 
and  special  operations,  beginning  and 
ending  at  New  York,  NY  and  extending 
to  point  in  the  U.S.,  including  AK  and 
HI. 

MC  155947,  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  MISSIE,  INC.,  3400  McIntosh 
Road,  Port  Everglades,  Fort  Lauderdale, 
FL  33316.  Representative:  Richard  M. 
Davis,  Suite  710,  Barnett  Bank  Bldg., 
Tallahassee,  FL  32301  (904)  224-4926. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  point  in  Broward  and  Palm 
Beach  Counties,  FL,  Jefferson  County, 
KY,  Spartanburg  County,  SC. 
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Mecklenburg  and  Durham  Counties,  NC, 
and  Erie  County,  NY. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|KR  Doc.  81-16017  Filed  5-28-61;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


Motor  Carriers;  Finance  Applications; 
Decision-Notice 

As  indicated  by  the  findings  below, 
the  Commission  has  approved  the 
following  applications  filed  under  49 
U.S.C.  10924, 10926, 10931  and  10932. 

We  find: 

Each  transaction  is  exempt  from 
section  11343  (formerly  Section  5)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  and  complies 
with  the  appropriate  transfer  rules. 

This  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

Petitions  seeking  reconsideration  must 
be  filed  within  20  days  from  the  date  of 
this  publication.  Replies  must  be  Hied 
within  20  days  after  the  final  date  for 
filing  petitions  for  reconsiderations;  any 
interested  person  may  file  and  serve  a 
reply  upon  the  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Petitions  which  do  not  comply  with  the 
relevant  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132.4 
may  be  rejected. 

If  petitions  for  reconsideration  are  not 
timely  Hied,  and  applicants  satisfy  the 
conditions,  if  any,  which  have  been 
imposed,  the  application  is  granted  and 
they  will  receive  an  effective  notice.  The 
notice  will  indicate  that  consummation 
of  the  transfer  will  be  presumed  to  occur 
on  the  20th  day  following  service  of  the 
notice,  unless  either  applicant  has 
advised  the  Commission  that  the 
transfer  will  not  be  consummated  or 
that  an  extension  of  time  for 
consummation  is  needed.  The  notice 
will  also  recite  the  compliance 
requirements  which  must  be  met  before 
the  transferee  may  commence 
operations. 

Applicants  must  comply  with  any 
conditions  set  forth  in  the  following 
decision-notices'within  30  days  after 
publication,  or  within  any  approved 
extension  period.  Otherwise,  the 
decision-notice  shall  have  no  further 
effect. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
3.  Members  Krock,  joyce,  and  Dowell. 

MC-FC-78620,  filed  May  16, 1980 
(supplemental  publication)  (previously 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on  )uly 
16, 1980),  BLUE  RIBBON  TRUCKING. 
INC.  (BLUE  RIBBON)  (167  Fairfield 
Road,  Fairfield,  NV  07006). 

(Transferee — Red  Arrow  Trucking  Co. 


(Red  Arrow)  (611  Tonnele  Avenue, 

Jersey  City,  NJ  07307)  Representative: 
Michael  R.  Werner,  Esq.,  P.O.  Box  1409, 
167  Fairfield  Road,  Fairfield,  NJ  07003). 
The  purpose  of  this  supplemental 
publication  is  to  include  in  the  scope  of 
authority  which  Blue  Ribbon  proposes  to 
acquire  the  authority  recently  issued  to 
Red  Arrow  in  certificate  No.  MC-44523 
(Sub-No.  4)  on  March  24, 1981.  This 
certificate  authorizes  transportation,  as 
a  motor  common  carrier,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes 
of  (1)  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  grocery  stores,  department 
stores,  between  Crawford,  NJ  and 
Philadelphia,  PA. 

MC-FC-78869.  By  decision  of  March 
30, 1981,  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926 
and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132, 
Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  CAPITAL  MOVERS.  INC., 
Dover,  Delaware  of  certificate  No.  MC- 
133536  Sub  1  and  Sub  2  issued  July  24, 
1970  to  Dover  Moving  and  Storage,  Inc., 
Dover,  Delaware  authorizing  the 
common  carrier  transportation  over 
irregular  routes:  Sub-1  used  household 
goods,  between  points  in  Delaware, 
points  in  Northhampton  and  Accomack 
Counties,  VA,  and  points  in  Caroline, 
Cecil,  Dorchester,  Kent,  Queen  Annes, 
Somerset,  Talbot,  Wicomico,  and 
Worcester  Counties,  MD;  Sub  2 
household  goods,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  between  points  in 
Delaware  on  the  one  hand,  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  Maryland,  Pennsylvania, 
Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Applicant’s  representative  is  ).  Richard 
Berry,  President,  Capitol  Movers,  Inc., 

773  N.  DuPont  Highway,  Dover, 

Delaware  19901. 

MC-FC-78893  (supplemental).  By 
decision  of  April  23, 1981,  Review  Board 
Number  3  granted  reopening  of  this 
proceeding  and  substitution  of  BAKER 
TRUCK  LEASING  &  SALES.  INC.,  of 
Wilson,  NC,  as  transferee  in  lieu  of 
Carolina  Agricultural  Distributors,  Inc. 
By  decision  of  December  19, 1980,  which 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  16, 1981,  Review  Board  Number 
5  approved  the  transfer  to  Carolina 
Agricuiltural  Distributors,  Inc.,  of  certain 
operating  rights  held  by  Pantego 
Distributing  Co.,  Inc.,  of  Pantego,  NC,  in 
Certificate  No.  MC-145928  and  (Sub- 
Nos.  2, 4,  and  5)  as  described  in  the  prior 
publication.  Baker  and  Carolina  are  non¬ 
carrier  affiliates.  Representative:  Peter 
A.  Greene.  1920  N  St.,  N.W., 

Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

MC-FC-78901,  filed  December  11, 

1980.  (Supplemental  publication). 
Previously  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  April  1, 1981. 
CRETEWAYS  TRANSPORTATION, 


INC.,  Crete,  NE — Transferee  and  Texas 
Continental  Express,  Inc.,  Joseph  W. 
Colvin,  Trustee,  Ft.  Worth,  TX. 
Representative:  Max  H.  Johnson,  Box 
6597,  Lincoln,  NE  68506.  The  purpose  of 
this  supplemental  publication  is  to 
remove  the  condition  requiring  the 
cancellation  of  the  outstanding  lease  of 
the  identical  authority  by  Caravan 
Refrigerated  Cargo,  Inc.  The  authority  to 
be  transferred  herein  is  listed  in  the 
previous  publication. 

MC-FC-78946.  By  decision  of  May  1, 
1981,  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132  Review 
Board  Number  3  approved  the  transfer 
to  McBURNEY  TRANSPORT  LIMITED 
of  Hagersville,  Ontario,  Canada,  of 
Certificate  No.  MC-119133  issued  March 
15, 1960  to  Cronkwright  Transport  Ltd., 
Simcoe,  Ontario,  Canada,  authorizing 
the  transportation  by  irregular  routes  of 
frozen  fruits,  frozen  berries,  and  frozen 
vegetables,  between  points  on  the 
International  Boundary  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Delaware,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Maryland. 
Michigan,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia,  through  ports  of  entry  at  or 
near  the  Detroit,  Niagara,  St.  Clair,  St. 
Mary’s  and  St.  Lawrence  Rivers, 
restricted  (a)  against  the  transportation 
of  shipments  from  Detroit  or  Port  Huron, 
MI,  to  the  International  Boundary  on  the 
Detroit  or  St.  Clair  Rivers,  and  (b)  to 
shipments  moving  to  or  from  points  in 
Canada.  Applicant's  representative: 
William  J.  Hirsch,  1125  Convention 
Tower,  43  Court  St.,  Buffalo,  NY  14202. 

MC-FC-79039.  By  decision  of  March  9, 
1981,  issued  under  49  U.S.C  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  Part  1132. 
Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  O’NEAL.  JERRY  and  MIKE 
MELTON  d.b.a.  O'NEAL  MELTON  & 
SONS  of  Certificate  No.  MC-146010 
(Sub-No.  2F)  issued  December  4, 1980  to 
Freeman  Cole  and  Billy  G.  Hall,  a 
partnership,  d.b.a.  Cole  and  Hall 
Trucking  Co.  of  Camden,  TN  authorizing 
the  transportation  of  silica  sand  and 
natural  bonded  molding  sand,  in  bulk,  in 
dump  and  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Benton  County,  TN.  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Iowa,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan, 

Missouri,  Mississippi.  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Tennessee,  Texas,  and 
Wisconsin.  Applicant’s  representative 
is:  Abraham  A.  Diamond,  29  South  La 
Salle  St.,  Chicago,  IL.  TA  application 
has  been  filed. 

Note. — Republish  to  show  territory  left  out 
in  publication  issue  of  April  10. 1981. 
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MC-FC-79114.  By  decision  of  May  1, 
1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R.  Part  1132, 
Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  JOHNSON  TRUCK  LINE. 

INC.,  of  Osborne,  KS,  of  Certificate  No. 
MC-140241  (Sub-Nos.  12F,  17F,  and  26F) 
issued  June  5, 1979,  June  21, 1979,  and 
November  5, 1979,  respectively,  to 
DALKE  TRANSPORT.  INC.  (Ernest 
McRae,  Trustee  in  Bankruptcy)  of 
Wichita,  KS,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  Wrought  Iron  Pip'e, 
from  the  facilities  of  Unarco-Leavitt,  at 
Blue  Island.  Evanston,  and  Chicago,  IL 
to  points  in  Iowa,  Nebraska,  Kansas, 
Oklahoma  and  Texas,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  above  named  origin  facilities;  (1) 
Bentonite  Clay  and  Lignite  coal  (except 
in  bulk),  (a)  from  the  facilities  of 
American  Colloid  Company  in  Phillips 
County,  MT  to  points  in  Arizona, 
Arkansas,  California,  Colorado,  Idaho, 
Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Louisiana, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 

Nebraska,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  North 
Dakota,  Oklahoma,  Oregon,  South 
Dakota,  Texas,  Utah,  Washington, 
Wisconsin,  and  Wyoming,  and  (b)  from 
the  facilities  of  American  Colloid 
Company  in  Big  Horn  and  Crook 
Counties,  WY  to  points  in  Arizona, 
Arkansas,  California,  Colorado,  Idaho. 
Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Louisiana, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 

Montana,  Nebraska,  Nevada,  New 
Mexico,  North  Dakota,  Oklahoma, 
Oregon,  South  Dakota,  Texas,  Utah, 
Washington  and  Wyoming  (except  from 
the  facilities  of  American  Colloid 
Company  in  Big  Horn  County,  WY,  to 
points  in  Washington);  and  (2)  Lignite 
coal  (except  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities 
of  American  Colloid  Company  in 
Bowman  County,  ND,  to  points  in 
Arizona,  California,  Louisiana,  New 
Mexico,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas;  iron  and 
Steel  Articles,  from  the  facilities  of 
Northwestern  Steel  and  Wire  Company, 
at  or  near  Sterling,  IL  and  Rock  Falls,  IL 
to  points  in  Kansas,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
Iowa,  Oklahoma,  Arkansas,  and  Texas, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  facilities. 
Transferee  holds  authority  from  the 
Commission  in  No.  MC — 105774. 
Application  for  temporary  authority  has 
not  been  filed.  Applicant’s 
representative  is:  William  B.  Barker, 
Attorney,  P.O.  Box  1979,  641  Harrison 
Street,  Topeka,  KS  66601,  (913)  234-0565. 

MC-FC-79115.  By  decision  of  April  30, 
1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R.  1132, 
Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  FREIGHT  MASTERS,  INC.  of 
Certificate  No.  MC-146949  (Sub-Nos.  1, 


2,  3,  4,  5,  and  6),  all  issued  December, 

1979,  to  McINVALE  TRUCK  LINES, 

INC.,  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
(l)(a)  plastic  dinnerware,  from  the 
facilities  of  National  Home  Products, 

Inc.,  at  or  near  Port  Gibson,  MS,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  and  Massachusetts,  and  (b) 
plastic  materials  (except  expanded 
plastic  materials  and  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from 
Wallingford,  CT,  Florence,  MA,  and 
Midland.  MI,  to  the  origin  facilities  of  (a) 
above,  (2)(a)  sleeping  bafs  and 
comforters,  from  the  facilities  of  N.H. 
Manufacturing  Co.,  at  or  near 
Pelahatchie  and  Jackson,  MS,  to  points 
in  Connecticut,  Massachusetts,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  and 
Pennsylvania,  and  (b)  alcoholic 
beverages  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles  from  points  in  New  Jersey  and 
New  York,  to  points  in  Mississippi,  (3)(a) 
household  appliances  (1)  from  the 
facilities  of  National  Presto  Industries, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Canton  and  Jackson,  MS, 
to  points  in  California,  Florida,  Georgia, 
New  Jersey,  New  Mexico,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  and  Texas,  and  (2)  from 
Mt.  Airy,  NC,  to  the  facilities  of  National 
Presto  Industries,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Canton,  MS;  and  (b)  household 
appliances  and  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
household  appliances  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  Alamogorodo,  NM,  and  Abilene, 

TX,  to  the  origin  facilities  of  National 
Presto  Industries,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Canton.  MS,  (4)  new  furniture,  from 
Senatobia,  MS,  to  points  in  Arizona, 
California,  Colorado,  Nevada,  Oregon, 
Utah,  and  Washington,  (5)(a)  new 
furniture,  from  the  facilities  of  Madison 
furniture  Industries,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Canton,  MS,  to  points  in  Arizona, 
California,  Colorado,  Connecticut, 
Massachusetts,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  and  Texas, 
and  ( b )  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of  new 
furniture,  (except  commodities  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles),  from  points  in  Arizona, 
California,  Colorado,  Connecticut, 
Massachusttts,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  and  Taxas, 
to  the  facilities  of  Madison  Furniture 
Industries,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Canton,  MS, 
and  (6)  stainless  steel  cookware,  from 
Flora,  MS,  to  points  in  Massachusetts 
and  Georgia.  Applicants’  representative; 
Robert  L.  McArty,  P.O.  box  22628, 
Jackson,  MS  39205. 

Notes. — (1)  an  application  for  temporary 
authority  has  been  filed.  (2)  Transferee  is  a 
non-carrier. 

MC-FC-79118.  By  decision  of  April  30, 
1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 


the  transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R.  1132, 
Review  Bord  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY  of 
Certificate  No.  MC-106373  (lead  and 
Sub-Nos.  8, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 

20,  21,  23,  24  and  30  issued  THE 
SERVICE  TRANSPORT  CO.  authorizing 
the  transportation  over  regular  and 
irregular  routes  of  general  commodities, 
with  exceptions  in  Michingan,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania  and  New  York,  and 
certain  specified  commodities  in 
Michigan,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  Maryland,  West 
Virginia,  Indiana,  and  Illinois. 

Applicant’s  representative  is:  A.  Charles 
Tell,  Esq.,  Baker  &  Hostettles,  100  East 
Broad  Street,  Columbus,  OH  43215. 

MC-FC-79119.  By  decision  of  April  30, 
1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R.  1132, 
Review  Bord  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  DON  FRAME  TRUCKING 
INC.,  of  Fredonia,  New  York  of  Permit 
No.  MC-150878F  issued  February  10, 

1981  to  HOWARD  MARTIN 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  Cassadaga,  New  York 
authorizing  the  transportation  pf  Malt 
beverages  and  containers  for  malt 
beverages,  between  points  in  the  United 
States,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Arther  Green  Co.,  of  Jamestown,  NY. 
applicant’s  representative  is:  Kenneth  J. 
Johnson  and  Ronald  W.  Malin,  bankers 
Trust  Building,  Jamestown,  N.Y.  14701. 
Transferee  is  not  a  carrier.  Transferee  is 
not  seeking  TA  lease  authority. 

MC-FC-79125.  By  decision  of  April  29, 
1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R.  1132, 
Review  Bord  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  RAYMOND  L.  SHAFFER, ' 
d.b.a,  RAYMOND  L.  SHAFFER 
TRUCKING  of  Quarryville,  PA  17566  of 
Permit  No.  MC-144440  (sub-No.  2F  and 
Sub-No.  3F)  issued  to  RICHARD  D. 
DOMBACH  of  Millersville,  PA  17551 
(sub-No.  2F)  authorizing  transportation 
of  Asphalt  sealing  coating,  from  the  - 
facilities  of  Chevron  U.S.C.,  Inc.,  near 
Baltimore,  MD,  to  the  facilities  of  Henry 
S.  Breneman,  at  Lancaster,  PA,  under 
contract  with  Henry  S.  Breneman,  of 
Lancaster,  PA.  (Sub-No.  3F)  authorizing 
transportation  of  agricultural  chemicals 
from  the  facilities  of  Lebanon  Chemical 
Corporation,  near  (1  Baltimore,  MD,  to 
Millersville,  PA,  and  points  in  Chester, 
Columbia,  Cumberland,  Dauphin, 
Lebanon,  Snyder,  and  York  counties, 

PA,  and  (2)  Allentown,  PA,  to  Baltimore, 
MD,  under  continuing  contract  with 
Lebanon  chemical  corporation,  of 
Lebanon,  PA.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Georgelis  &  Solodky, 
Eight  North  Queen  Street,  P.O.  Box  1543, 
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Lancaster,  PA  17603.  TA  lease  is  sought. 
Transferee  is  a  carrier. 

Supplementary  “Federal  Register” 
Summary 

MC-FC-78919.  By  decision  of  April  16, 
1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R.  1132 
Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  INCORPORATED 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  Nevada,  Missouri  of 
Certificate  No.  NC-138553  and  Sub  3, 

Sub  4,  and  Sub  1  issued  July  18, 1973, 
April  30, 1980,  and  December  31, 1979, 
respectively.  To  M  AND  N  GRAIN 
COMPANY,  Nevada,  MS.  Authorizing 
the  common  carrier  transportation  of 
Hides  and  pelt,  from  Butler,  MO  to  Los 
Angeles  and  San  Francisco,  CA, 

Chicago,  IL,  Cedar  Rapids,  IA, 
Middlesboro,  KY,  New  Orleans,  LA, 
South  Paris,  ME,  Danversport  and 
Peabody,  MA,  Detroit,  MI,  Omaha,  NE, 
Newark,  NJ,  Brooklyn  &  New  York,  NY, 
Brownsville,  Houston  and  Laredo,  TX, 
Norfolk,  VA,  Fond  du  Lac,  Hartford, 
Green  Bay,  Kenosha,  Milwaukee  and 
Weyauwega,  WI  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  From  Fort  Smith, 
AR,  Denver,  Greeley,  Larmar,  Monte 
Vista,  Rocky  Ford  and  Stratton,  CO, 
Chicago,  Joliet  and  Milan,  IL,  Cedar 
Rapids,  Centerville,  Des  Moines  and 
Marshalltown,  IA,  Andale,  Dodge  City, 
Ellis,  Garden  City,  Pratt,  Seneca, 
Solomon  and  Wichita,  KS,  Darr,  Gibbon, 
Omaha  and  Scottsbluff,  NE, 

Albuquerque,  NM,  Bismarck,  Dickinson, 
Fargo,  Nettinger,  Jamestown,  Minot  and 
Williston,  ND,  Enid  and  Oklahoma  City, 
OK,  Mitchell,  Rapid  City,  Sioux  Falls 
and  Yankton,  SD,  Amarillo,  Fort  Smith, 
Hamilton,  McKinney,  Palestine,  Paris, 
San  Angelo  And  San  Antonio,  TX, 

Green  Bay  and  Weyauwega,  WI  and 
Casper  and  Worland,  WY  to  Butler,  MO 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  Sub  3:  Hides  from  Chicago, 
Hampshire,  Mason  City  and  Rockford, 

IL,  Evansville,  Fort  Wayne  and 
Indianapolis,  IN,  Cedar  Rapids,  Denison, 
Spencer  and  Tama,  IA,  Solomon  and 
Wichita,  KS,  Louisville,  KY,  Detroit,  MI, 
Minneapolis  and  St.  Cloud,  MN, 
Meridian  and  Tupelo,  MS,  Joplin, 

Kansas  City,  Rock  Port  and  Springfield, 
MO,  Chadron,  NE,  Dakota  City,  Gibbon, 
McCook  and  Omaha,  NE,  Cincinnati, 
Cleveland,  Columbus  and  Toledo,  OH, 
Rapid  City,  SD,  Memphis,  TN  and 
Chippewa  Falls,  Green  Bay,  and 
Milwaukee,  WI  to  Laredo,  TX.  Sub  4: 
Hides  (1)  from  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Macon, 
GA,  Hampshire,  IL,  Springfield,  MO, 
Newark,  NJ,  Philadelphia,  PA, 
Bellingham  and  Seattle,  WA,  and 
Milwaukee  and  Muskego,  WI,  to  Laredo, 


TX,  (2)  from  Springfield,  MO,  North 
Platte  and  Omaha,  NE,  Lubbock,  TX  and 
Muskego,  WI  to  Los  Angeles,  CA  and  (3) 
from  North  Platte,  NE  to  Oakland  and 
San  Francisco,  CA.  Sub  IF:  Hides  and 
pelts,  (1)  from  Little  Rock  and  Searcy, 

AR,  Belmond  and  Waterloo,  IA,  McCook 
and  Norfolk,  NE,  Columbus,  OH, 
Texarkana  and  Tyler,  TX,  and  Muskego, 
WI,  to  Butler,  MO,  (2)  from  Butler,  MO 
to  Phoenix,  AZ,  Woburn,  MA,  Hartland, 
ME,  St.  Paul,  MN,  Manchester  and 
Penacook,  NH,  Buffalo,  Gloversville  and 
Johnston,  NY,  and  Memphis,  TN,  (3) 

From  Columbus,  OH  to  Danversport, 

MA,  Hartland,  ME  and  Milwaukee,  WI, 
(4)  From  Great  Bend,  KS  to  Los  Angeles, 
CA,  Manchester,  NH,  and  Laredo,  TX 
and  (5)  from  Muskego,  WI  to 
Danversport,  MA  and  Laredo,  TX. 
Applicant’s  representative  is:  Tom  B. 
Kretsinger,  Kretsinger  and  Kretsinger,  20 
East  Franklin,  Liberty,  MO  64068. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  supplemental 
publisaction  is  to  include  certain  authority 
inadvertently  omitted  in  the  original 
application.  The  operating  authority 
described  represent  all  of  the  authority  being 
tranferred. 

MC-FC-79083.  By  decision  of  April  16, 
1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R.  Part  1132 
Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  H.  L.,  BARRERA,  FWDG.  CO. 
of  Eagle  Pass,  TX  d/b/a  H.  L.  BARRERA 
of  Certificate  No.  MC-96552  issued 
December  24, 1974,  to  SATLAGO 
ALFARO  of  Eagle  Pass,  TX  authorizing 
the  transportation  of  General 
Commodities,  except  those  requiring 
special  equipment,  between  the  United 
States-Mexico  Boundary  line  at  Eagle 
Pass,  TX  and  points  in  Eagle  Pass,  TX. 
Applicant’s  representative  is:  H.  L. 
Barrera,  801  Maine  Street,  Eagle  Pass, 
TX  78852. 

Agatha  L.  Mcrgenovich, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16014  Filed  5-28-61;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  7035-01-M 


Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Oecisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  July  3, 1980,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.247. 
Special  rule  247  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  July  3, 1980,  at  45  FR 
45539. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.247(B).  A  copy  of  any 
application,  together  with  applicant’s 
supporting  evidence,  can  be  obtained 
from  any  applicant  upon  request  and 
payment  to  applicant  of  $10.00. 


Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.gs.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  as  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 
application  under  the  governing  section 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
noted,  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
protests  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  within  45  days  of 
publication  of  this  decision-notice  (or,  if 
the  application  later  becomes 
unopposed)  appropriate  authority  will 
be  issued  to  each  applicant  (except 
those  with  duly  noted  problems)  upon 
compliance  with  certain  requirements 
which  will  be  set  forth  in  a  notice  that 
the  decision-notice  is  effective.  Within 
60  days  after  publication  an  applicant 
may  file  a  verified  statement  in  rebuttal 
to  any  statement  in  opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant's 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Note. — All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  "under 
contract”. 

Volume  No.  OP3-233 

Decided:  May  21, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  3, 
Members  Krock,  Joyce  and  Dowell. 

MC  152134  (Sub-3),  filed  January  19, 
1981,  previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  February  24, 1981.  Applicant: 
BESTWAY  TRANSPORT  CO.,  a 
corporation.  Route  #2,  Willard,  OH 
44890.  Representative:  Lewis  S. 
Witnerspoon,  88  East  Broad  Street, 
Columbus,  OH  43215.  Transporting  food 
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and  related  products,  between  the 
facilities  used  by  Chef  s  Pantry,  Inc.,  in 
and  east  of  MN,  IA,  MO,  AR,  and  TX. 

Note. — This  republication  clarifies  the 
territorial  description. 

Volume  No.  OP3-234 

Decided:  May  21, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  3, 
Members  Krock,  Joyce  and  Dowell. 

MC 135444  (Sub-7),  filed  January  29, 
1981,  previously  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  March  5, 1981. 
Applicant:  SOUTHERN  OHIO  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  3585  Hamilton  Trenton  Rd., 
Hamilton,  OH  45011.  Representative: 

Earl  N.  Merwin,  85  East  Gay  St., 
Columbus,  OH  43215.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  Cleveland, 
OH,  and  points  in  Lake  County,  OH,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  KY  and  IN. 

Note. — This  republication  corrects  the 
territorial  description. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-16126  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 

Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  February  9, 1981,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  251  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.251. 
Special  Rule  251  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  December  31. 1980, 
at  45  FR  86771.  For  compliance 
procedures,  refer  to  the  Federal  Register 
issue  of  December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR 
80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  Applications  may  be 
protested  only  on  the  grounds  that 
applicant  is  not  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
provide  the  transportation  service  or  to 
comply  with  the  appropriate  statutes 
and  Commission  regulations.  A  copy  of 
any  application,  including  all  supporting 
evidence,  can  be  obtained  from 
applicant’s  representative  upon  request 
and  payment  to  applicant’s 
representative  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission's  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 


operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 
application  under  the  governing  section 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
service  proposed,  and  to  conform  to  the 
requirements  of  Title  49,  Subtitle  IV, 
United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulation.  Except  where 
noted,  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
opposition  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
from  date  of  publication  (or,  if  the 
application  later  become  unopposed), 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  full 
effect  only  as  long  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  compliance.  The 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met,  the 
authority  will  be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Note. — All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  “under 
contract”. 

Volume  No.  OP1-152 

Decided:  May  19, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1 
Members  Parker,  Chandler  and  Fortier. 

MC  150141  (Sub-3),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  MINNESOTA  CONSUMER 
SUPPLY  CO.,  INC.,  5720  East  River  Rd., 
Apt.  102,  Minneapolis,  MN  55432. 
Representative:  Stanley  C.  Olsen,  Jr., 
5200  Willson  Rd.,  Suite  307,  Edina,  MN 
55424,  (612)  927-8855.  Transporting,  for 
or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States 
Government,  general  commodities 
(except  used  household  goods. 


hazardous  or  secret  materials,  and 
sensitive  weapons  and  munitions), 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  155930,  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  EAGLE  EXPRESS 
MESSENGER,  INC.,  136  Patrick  Road, 
Norwalk,  CT  06851.  Representative: 
Gerald  A.  Joseloff,  410  Asylum  Street, 
Hartford,  CT  06103,  (203)  728-0700. 
Transporting  shipments  weighing  100 
pounds  or  less  if  transported  in  a  motor 
vehicle  in  which  no  one  package 
exceeds  100  pounds,  between  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC  155931,  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  DARRELL  W.  BOWMAN, 
d.b.a.  AERODYNE  EXPRESS,  740  River 
Loop  #2,  Eugene,  OR  97404. 
Representative:  Darrell  W.  Bowman 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (503)  688- 
0660.  Transporting  food  and  other  edible 
products  and  byproducts  intended  for 
human  consumption  (except  alcoholic 
beverages  and  drugs),  agricultural 
limestone  and  fertilizers,  and  other  soil 
conditioners  by  the  owner  of  the  motor 
vehicle  in  such  vehicle,  between  points 
in  the  U.S. 

MC  155960,  filed  May  6, 1981. 
Applicant:  JOSEPH  S.  SYLVIA,  d.b.a. 

IVY  MEADOWS  FARM,  408  Sodom 
Road,  Westport,  MA  02790. 
Representative:  Joseph  S.  Sylvia,  Long 
Point  Road,  Lakeville.  MA  02346,  (617) 
947-7760.  Transporting  food  and  other 
edible  products  and  byproducts 
intended  for  human  consumption 
(except  alcoholic  beverages  and  drugs), 
agricultural  limestone  and  fertilizers, 
and  other  soil  conditioners  by  the  owner 
of  the  motor  vehicle  in  such  vehicle, 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

Volume  No.  OPI-154 

Decided:  May  20, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1, 
members  Parker,  Chandler,  and  Fortier.  ' 

MC  152071,  filed  May  14, 1981. 
Applicant:  BERNARD  E.  ROCHE,  d.b.a. 
EDDIE  ROCHE'S  MOBILE  HOMES 
MOVING  AND  SERVICE,  438  Barcelona 
Lane,  Virginia  Beach,  VA  23452. 
Representative:  Blair  P.  Wakefield,  Suite 
1001,  First  and  Merchants  National  Bank 
Bldg.,  Norfolk,  VA  23510,  (804)  627-0070. 
Transporting  for  or  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States  Government,  general 
commodities  (except  used  household 
goods,  hazardous  or  secret  materials, 
and  sensitive  weapons  and  munitions], 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  155941,  filed  May  14, 1981. 
Applicant:  DROKE  BROTHERS 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  Route  No.  1, 
Hornersville,  MO  63885.  Representative: 
E.  Lewis  Coffey.  26  Kingspark  Drive, 
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Maumelle,  AR  72118,  (501)  851-3208. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  Cardwell,  Arbyrd,  and 
Hornersville,  MO,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  application  is  to 
substitute  motor  carrier  for  abandoned  rail 
carrier  service. 

MC  155980,  filed  May  13, 1981. 
Applicant:  NSTS  CORPORATION,  273 
Hanover  St.,  Hanover,  MA  92339. 
Representative:  John  M.  Kane,  Jr.  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (617)  826-5378.  As 
a  broker  of  general  commodities  (except 
household  goods),  between  points  in  the 
U.S. 

Volume  No.  OPY-2-080 

Decided:  May  19, 1981 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1, 
Members  Parker,  Chandler,  and  Fortier. 

MC  115092  (Sub-131),  filed  May  11, 

1981.  Applicant:  TOMAHAWK 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  0,  Vernal, 

UT  84078.  Representative:  Walter 
Kobos,  1016  Kehoe  Dr.,  St.  Charles,  IL 
60174.  Transporting  general 
commodities,  between  Alexander,  IA; 

De  Luz,  Fallbrook,  Kett,  and  Matheson, 
CA;  Lake  Kapowsin,  WA;  Allison, 
Briscoe,  Dougherty,  Laketon,  Mobettle, 
Paducah  and  Roaring  Springs,  TX; 

Caney,  Cedar  Vale,  Sedan  and  Dexter, 
KS;  Strong  City,  Hammon,  Stafford, 
Cheyenne  and  Reydon,  OK,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other  points  in  the  U.S. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  application  is  to 
substitute  motor  carrier  service  for 
abandoned  rail  service. 

MC  147032  (Sub-6),  filed  May  8. 1981. 
Applicant:  GENERAL  MOTOR  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  9583,  Baltimore,  MD 
21237.  Representative:  Edward  N. 

Button,  580  Northern  Ave.,  Hagerstown, 
MD  21740,  301-739-4860.  Transporting, 
for  or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States 
Government,  general  commodities 
(except  used  household  goods, 
hazardous  or  secret  materials,  and 
sensitive  weapons  and  munitions), 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  155823,  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  SCOTT  W.  BUCK  d.b.a. 
BUCK’S  MILL  TRANSPORT.  P.O.  Box 
188,  Davis,  IL  61019.  Representative:  R. 
Jerome  Pfister,  900  Camelot  Tower,  1415 
East  State  St.,  Rockford,  IL  61108,  815- 
987-4071.  Transporting  food  and  other 
edible  products  and  byproducts 
intended  for  human  consumption, 

(except  alcoholic  beverages  and  drugs), 
agricultural  limestone  and  fertilizer,  and 
other  soil  conditioners,  by  the  owner  of 
the  motor  vehicle  in  such  vehicle, 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 


Volume  No.  OPY-3-078 

Decided:  May  20, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher,  and  Williams. 

MC  151455  (Sub-2),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  T  &  T  TRUCKING  INC.,  351 
Attucks  St.,  St.  Louis,  MO  63122. 
Representative:  Charles  L.  Thornton 
(same  address  as  appliant),  (314)  966- 
4224.  Transporting,  for  or  on  behalf  of 
the  U.S.  Government,  general 
commodities  (except  used  household 
goods,  hazardous  or  secret  materials, 
and  sensitive  weapons  and  munitions), 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

Volume  No.  OPY-3-080 

Decided:  May  20, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher,  and  Williams. 

MC  155834,  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  A  &  T  TRUCKING,  INC.,  Star 
Route,  Ferndale,  AR  72211. 
Representative:  Charley  Tennyson 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (501)  821- 
3569.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  Primrose  and  Luthersville,  GA, 
Cardwell,  Arbyard,  Hornersville,  Edna, 
Lewistown,  Hurdland  and  Ewing,  MO, 
McHenery,  ND,  Narcisso,  Russellville, 
Roaring  Springs,  Crandall,  Kaufman, 
Kemp,  Mabank,  Reklaw,  Mobeetie, 
Briscoe  and  Allison,  TX,  Raymond, 
Oakley,  Adams  and  Myles,  MS,  Snyder 
and  Hamburg,  AR,  Holly  Springs  and 
Stokedale,  NC,  Radcliff,  Aurora, 
Ellsworth  and  Lawn  Hill,  IA,  Henery 
and  Clark,  SD,  Esmond,  Astoria, 
Teheran,  Biggs,  Easton  and  Richmond, 

IL,  Shell  Lake,  Cumberland,  Gillett, 
Green  Valley,  Lake  Geneva  and  Genoa 
City,  WI,  Elgin,  NE,  Benton,  Barlow,  La 
Center,  Oak  Ridge,  Philpot,  Deanefield, 
Thompsonville,  Masonville,  Edgoten  and 
Lewisburg,  KY,  Kenwood,  Hickory  Point, 
Doddsville,  Fox  Bluff,  Chapmansboro, 
Ashland  City,  Scottsboro,  Jordonia  and 
Riverside,  TN,  Reydon,  Cheyenne, 

Strong  City,  Hammon  and  Butler,  OK, 
McDonald,  OH,  and  Paris  and  Paris 
Crossing,  IN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  application  is  to 
substitute  motor  carrier  for  abandoned  rail 
carrier  service. 

MC  155904,  filed  May  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  DANIEL  F.  YOUNG.  INC.,  17 
Battery  Place  North,  New  York,  NY 
10004.  Representative:  John  V.  Corcoran 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (212)  248- 
1700.  As  a  broker  of  general 
commodities  (except  household  goods), 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  155925,  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  A.A.  LAW  MOVERS.  INC., 
d.b.a.  PETER  FERRARO  MOVING  & 


STORAGE  CO.,  186  Prospect  Avenue, 
Bergenfield,  NJ  07621.  Representative: 
Robert  B.  Pepper,  168  Woodbridge 
Avenue,  Highland  Park,  NJ  08904,  (201) 
572-5551.  Transporting  for  or  on  behalf 
of  the  United  States  Government, 
general  commodities  (except  used 
household  goods,  hazardous  or  secret 
materials,  and  sensitive  weapons  and 
munitions),  between  points  in  the  U.S. 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-144 

Decided:  May  21, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher,  and  Williams. 

MC  155836,  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  ALLEN  JONES,  R-l,  Box  12, 
Lockwood,  MO  65682.  Representative: 
Allen  Jones  (same  address  as  applicant), 
(417)  232-4328.  Transporting  food  and 
other  edible  products  and  byproducts 
intended  for  human  consumption 
(except  alcoholic  beverages  and  drugs), 
agricultural  limestone  and  fertilizers, 
and  other  soil  conditioners  by  the  owner 
of  the  motor  vehicle  in  such  vehicle, 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-147 

Decided:  May  21, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher,  and  Williams. 

MC  155946,  filed  May  14, 1981. 
Applicant:  R.C.P.  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  186,  (30375  Richmond  Terrace). 
Staten  Island,  NY  10303.  Representative: 
George  A.  Olsen,  P.O.  Box  357, 
Gladstone,  NJ  07934,  (201)  435-7140. 
Transporting,  for  or  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States  Government,  general 
commodities  (except  used  household 
goods,  hazardous  or  secret  materials, 
and  sensitive  weapons  and  munitions), 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-152 

Decided  May  20, 1981. 

By  The  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher  and  Williams. 

MC  155777,  filed  May  7, 1981. 
Applicant:  LaFLEUR’S  TRUCKING 
SERVICES.  INC.,  8  So.  River  Rd., 
Bedford,  NH  03102.  Representative: 
Wesley  S.  Chused,  15  Court  Square, 
Boston,  MA  02108  (617)  742-3530.  As  a 
broker  of  general  commodities  (except 
household  goods),  between  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC  155827,  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  SCHLEP  COURIER,  INC., 
3831  Appian  Way,  Glenview,  IL  60025. 
Representative:  Joseph  Winter,  29  So. 
LaSalle  St..  Chicago.  IL  60603,  (312)  263- 
2306.  Transporting  shipments  weighing 
100  pounds  or  less  if  transported  in  a 
motor  vehicle  in  which  no  one  package 
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exceeds  100  pounds,  between  points  in 
the  U.S. 

Volume  No.  OPY-l-153 
Decided:  May  22. 1981. 

By  The  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher  and  Williams. 

MC  155986,  filed  May  14, 1981. 
Applicant:  FREDERICK  RICHARDS  OF 
GEORGIA,  INC.,  122  West  Bay  St., 
Savannah,  GA  31402.  Representative:  • 
James  P.  Black,  210  Commodore  Drive, 
Savannah,  GA  31410,  (912)  897-2674.  As 
a  broker  of  general  commodities 
(except  household  goods),  between 
points  in  the  U.S. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-16129  Filed  S-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


[Volume  No.  89] 

Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Restriction  Removals; 
Decision-Notice 

Decided:  May  22. 1981. 

The  following  restriction  removal 
applications,  filed  after  December  28, 
1980,  are  governed  by  49  CFR  Part  1137. 
Part  1137  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86747. 

Persons  wishing  to  file  a  comment  to 
an  application  must  follow  the  rules 
under  49  CFR  1137.12.  A  copy  of  any 
application  can  be  obtained  from  any 
applicant  upon  request  and  payment  to 
applicant  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  restriction 
removal  applications  are  not  allowed. 

Some  of  the  applications  may  have 
been  modified  prior  to  publication  to 
conform  to  the  special  provisions 
applicable  to  restriction  removal. 

Findings 

We  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  that  its 
requested  removal  of  restrictions  or 
broadening  of  unduly  narrow  authority 
is  consistent  with  49  U.S.C.  10922(h). 

In  the  absence  of  comments  filed 
within  25  days  of  publication  of  this 
decision-notice,  appropriate  reformed 
authority  will  be  issued  to  each 
applicant.  Prior  to  beginning  operations 
under  the  newly  issued  authority, 
compliance  must  be  made  with  the 
normal  statutory  and  regulatory 
requirements  for  common  and  contract 
carriers. 


By  the  Commission,  Restriction  Removal 
Board,  Members  Spom,  Alspaugh,  and 
Shaffer. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

MC  31438  (Sub-17)X,  filed  April  21, 
1981.  Applicant:  ROY  O.  WETZ,  d.b.a. 

R.  O.  WETZ  TRANSPORTATION,  212 
Pike  Street,  Marietta,  OH  45750. 
Representative:  A.  Charles  Tell,  Suite 
1800, 100  East  Broad  Street,  Columbus, 
OH  43215.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  4,  5, 
7, 10, 11, 12, 14, 16F  certificates  and  Sub 
E-l  letter  notice  to  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  descriptions  to  “food  and 
related  products”  from  farm  products, 
evaporated  milk,  farm  produce  and 
agricultural  commodities,  in  part  of  the 
lead  and  Sub-No.  E-l;  from  canned 
evaporated  milk,  in  Sub-No.  5;  from 
general  commodities  (with  exceptions) 
to  “general  commodities  (except  classes 
A  and  B  explosives),”  in  part  of  the  lead; 
to  “metal  products"  from  ferro  alloys,  in 
Sub-Nos.  10  and  11;  from  mine  roof 
bolts,  plates  and  wedges,  and  expansion 
shells,  and  iron  and  steel  articles,  in 
Sub-No.  16F;  from  mine  roof  bolts,  plates 
and  wedges,  expansion  shells  and  ferro 
alloys,  in  Sub-No.  E-l;  to  “contractors 
equipment,  materials  and  supplies”  from 
precast  concrete  products  and  materials, 
parts  and  accessories  moving  with  such 
products  and  used  in  erecting  or’ 
assembling  such  products,  in  Sub-No.  7; 
from  precast  concrete  products  and 
materials,  parts  and  accessories  moving 
with  such  products,  in  Sub-No.  E-l;  to 
"plastic  and  lumber  products,  and 
containers"  from  pallets  and  empty 
containers,  in  Sub-Nos.  10  and  11;  to 
"chemicals  and  related  products"  from 
silica,  in  Sub-No.  14;  to  “containers” 
from  empty  containers,  in  Sub-No.  16F; 
and  to  “lumber  and  wood  products" 
from  lumber  (except  plywood  and 
veneer),  (2)  broaden  the  territorial 
description  by  substituting  county-wide 
for  city-wide  authority  and  named 
facilities:  Washington  County,  OH  (for 
Marietta,  Waterford,  Waterford 
Township  and  the  plantsite  in 
Waterford  Township,  in  the  lead  and 
Sub-Nos.  4,  5,  7, 10, 11, 14, 16  and  E-l; 
and  Onandaga  County,  NY  (for  Solvay, 
NY),  in  Sub-No.  4,  (3)  replace  one-way 
with  radial  authority  in  the  lead  and 
Sub-Nos.  4,  5,  7, 10, 11, 12, 14, 16F  and  E- 
1,  (4)  remove  the  “in  bulk”  restrictions  in 
Sub-Nos.  10  and  14  and  (5)  remove  the 
“in  containers”  limitations  in  Sub-No.  7; 
weight  limitations,  and  the  size  and 
weight  restriction,  in  the  lead. 

MC  45134  (Sub-14)X,  filed  May  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  COLLINS  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  1229  Osborne  Rd., 
Minneapolis,  MN  55432.  Representative: 


John  B.  Van  De  North,  Jr.,  2200  First 
National  Bank  Building,  St.  Paul,  MN 
55101.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  11 
and  13  to  (1)  broaden  the  commodity 
description  by  removing  exceptions  of 
automobiles  and  household  goods  from 
its  general  commodities  authority  and 
removing  “dry,  in  bags”  from 
manufactured  fertilizer  in  its  lead;  and 
remove  exceptions  of  iron  and  steel,  in 
bulk  and  size  and  weight  commodities 
from  building,  roofing,  and  insulation 
materials  in  Sub-No.  11;  (2)  remove 
facilities  limitations  at  St.  Paul- 
Minneapolis,  MN,  in  its  lead,  and  Scott 
County,  MN,  in  Sub-No.  11;  (3)  remove 
an  originating  at  restriction  in  Sub-No. 

11;  (4)  remove  for  delivery  or  pick  up 
only  and  joinder  only  restrictions  on  its 
regular  and  alternate  routes,  authorize 
service  at  all  intermediate  points,  only 
in  its  regular  routes  and  authorize  two- 
way  service  on  its  regular  and  alternate 
routes  in  MN  and  ND  in  its  lead;  and  (5) 
replace  one-way  with  radial  authority 
between  St.  Paul-Minneapolis,  MN,  and, 
MT  and  ND  in  the  irregular  route  portion 
of  the  lead,  between  Scott  County  and 
15  western  and  midwestern  States  in 
Sub-No.  11,  and  between  Wahpeton, 

ND,  and  ND  in  Sub-No.  13F. 

MC  67450  (Sub-115)X,  filed  April  22, 
1981.  Applicant:  PETERUN  CARTAGE 
CO.,  9651  S.  Ewing  Avenue,  Chicago,  IL 
60617.  Representative:  Joseph  Winter,  29 
South  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  IL  60603. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-Nos.  22,  30,  31,  36,  42, 44,  45, 

46,  53,  62,  64,  71F,  73F,  76F,  77F,  78F,  83F, 
84F,  85F,  90F,  91F,  92F,  97F,  and  100F 
certificates  and  E19,  E20,  E36,  E37,  E40, 
E41,  E42,  E43,  E44,  E45,  E46,  E47,  E48, 

E49,  E50,  E51,  E52,  E53,  E54,  E55,  E56, 

E58,  E60,  E67,  E68,  E69,  E72,  E73,  E77, 

E85,  E87,  E90,  and  E91  letter-notices,  to 
(1)  broaden  the  commodity  description 
to  “food  and  related  products”  from 
starch  and  blends  thereof,  and  corn 
products,  in  Sub-No.  30,  food,  foodstuffs, 
food  preparations,  cooking  oils, 
shortening,  advertising  matter,  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
by  persons  engaged  in  the  manufacture, 
sale,  and  distribution  of  the  foregoing 
commodities  in,  Sub-No.  31,  flour  in  Sub- 
Nos.  44,  E36,  E37,  E40,  E41,  E42,  E43,  E44, 
E45,  E46,  E47,  E48,  E49,  E50,  E51,  E52, 

E53,  E54,  E55,  E56,  E58,  E60,  E67,  E68, 
E69,  E72,  E73,  E77,  E85,  E87,  E90,  and 
E91,  foodstuffs  and  food  preparations  in 
Sub-No.  46  in  part,  products  of  corn  in 
Sub-No.  53,  from  foodstuffs  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  or  distribution  of 
foodstuffs  in  Sub-No.  73F,  foodstuffs, 
prepared  animal  feed,  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
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distribution  of  those  commodities  in 
Sub-No.  77F,  animal  feed  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  animal 
feed  in  Sub-No.  76F,  grain  products  in 
Sub-No.  83F,  malt  beverages  in  Sub-No. 
84F,  dextrine,  corn  sugar,  corn  starch, 
and  products  of  corn  and  blends  thereof 
in  Sub-No.  85F,  from  sugar  in  Sub-Nos. 
90F,  91F,  and  92F,  bakery  goods  in  Sub- 
No.  100F,  and  liquid  sugar  and  blends 
thereof  in  Sub-Nos.  E19  and  E20;  to 
“such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  grocery  and  food  business 
houses”  from  food,  foodstuffs,  food 
preparations,  cooking  oils,  shortening, 
and  matches,  and  such  materials, 
supplies  and  equipment  as  are  used  by 
persons  engaged  in  the  manufacture, 
selling,  and  distribution  of  the  foregoing 
commodities  in  Sub-No.  22;  to  “pulp, 
paper  and  products”  from  paper  and 
paper  products  in  Sub-No.  62;  to  “metal 
products”  from  wire  and  wire  products 
in  Sub-No.  64;  to  “ores  and  minerals, 
and  chemicals  and  related  products" 
from  silica  and  silica  sand  in  Sub-No. 

71F;  (2)  broaden  the  territorial 
description  by  substituting  county-wide 
or  city-wide  authority  for  named 
facilities  as  follows:  Lucas  County,  OH, 
Erie  County,  NY  and  DuPage  and  Kane 
Counties,  1L  for  facilities  at  Toledo,  OH, 
Buffalo,  NY,  St.  Charles,  and  West 
Chicago,  IL,  in  Sub-No.  22;  Linn,  Clinton, 
Muscatine,  and  Lee  Counties,  IA  from 
facilities  at  Cedar  Rapids,  Clinton, 
Muscatine,  and  Keokuk,  IA  and  their 
commercial  zones,  in  Sub-No.  36;  Kane 
County,  IL  from  Elgin,  IL  in  Sub-No.  42; 
Polk  County,  IA,  Cumberland  County, 

PA,  Passaic  County,  NJ,  Allegany 
County,  MD,  Branch  County,  MI, 
Randolph  County,  IL,  Marion  and  Clark 
Counties,  OH,  and  Erie  County,  NY  from 
Des  Moines,  IA,  Camp  Hill,  PA,  Clifton, 
NJ,  Cumberland,  MD,  Quincy,  MI, 
Chester,  IL,  Marion  and  Springfield,  OH, 
and  Buffalo,  NY  in  Sub-No.  44;  Kane 
County,  IL  from  Elgin,  IL  in  Sub-No.  45; 
Knox  County,  IL  from  facilities  at 
Galesburg,  IL  in  Sub-No.  46;  Chicago,  IL 
and  points  in  Tazewell  County,  IL  from 
facilities  at  Chicago  and  Pekin,  IL  in 
Sub-No.  53;  Chicago,  IL  from  facilities  at 
Chicago,  IL  in  Sub-No.  62;  Erie  County, 
NY  for  facilities  at  Tonawanda,  NY  in 
Sub-No.  64;  Alexander  and  LaSalle 
Counties,  IL  from  facilities  at  Tamms 
and  Wedron,  IL  in  Sub-No.  71F;  Chicago, 
IL  and  DuPage,  Kane  and  Knox 
Counties,  IL,  Lucas,  and  Seneca 
Counties,  OH,  Erie  County,  NY,  Fairfield 
County,  CT,  Hamilton  County,  TN, 
Dallas,  TX,  Kansas  City,  MO, 
Minneapolis,  MN  and  Linn  County,  IA 
from  facilities  at  Chicago,  West  Chicago, 
St.  Charles,  and  Galesburg,  IL,  Toledo 


and  Fostoria,  OH,  Buffalo,  NY, 

Bridgeport,  CT,  Chattanooga,  TN, 

Dallas,  TX,  Kansas  City,  MO, 
Minneapolis,  MN,  and  Cedar  Rapids,  IA 
in  Sub-No.  73F;  Warren  County,  IL  from 
Monmouth,  IL  in  Sub-No.  76F;  Orange, 
Santa  Clara,  and  Alameda  Counties, 

CA,  Denver,  CO,  Jacksonville,  FL, 

Atlanta,  GA  and  Meriwether  County, 

GA,  DuPage  County,  IL,  Shelby  County, 
IN,  Norfolk  and  Middlesex  Counties, 

MA,  Minneapolis,  MN,  Erie,  Ontario, 
and  Niagara  Counties,  NY,  Mechlenburg 
County,  NC,  Franklin  and  Lucas 
Counties,  OH,  Portland,  OR, 

Cumberland  County,  PA,  and  Dallas  and 
Houston,  TX  from  facilities  at  Buena 
Park,  San  Jose,  and  San  Leandro,  CA, 
Denver,  CO,  Jacksonville,  FL,  Atlanta 
and  Woodbury,  GA,  Naperville,  IL, 
Morristown,  IN,  Foxboro  and  Waltham, 
MA,  Minneapolis,  MN,  Buffalo,  Geneva 
and  Niagara  Falls,  NY,  Charlotte,  NC, 
Columbus  and  Toledo,  OH,  Portland, 

OR,  Mechanicsburg,  PA,  and  Dallas  and 
Houston,  TX  in  Sub-No.  77F;  Cullman, 

Lee  and  Talladega  Counties,  AL,  Lassen 
and  Siskiyou  Counties,  CA,  Cook,  and 
Gilmer  Counties,  GA,  Whiteside  County, 
IL,  Montgomery  County,  MD,  Ingham 
County,  MI,  Sussex  and  Passaic 
Counties,  NJ,  Chowan  County,  NC, 
Crawford,  Logan,  Lucas,  and  Clark 
Counties,  OH,  Lancaster  County,  PA 
and  Knox  County,  TN  from  Cullman, 
Opelika,  and  Sylacauga,  Al,  Susanville 
and  Yreka,  CA,  Adel  and  Whitestone, 
GA,  Morrison,  IL,  Wheaton,  MD,  Mason, 
MI,  Newton,  West  Milford  and  Sussex, 
NJ,  Edenton,  NC,  Crestline, 

Bellefontaine,  Toledo  and  S.  Charleston, 
OH,  Lancaster,  PA,  and  Knoxville,  TN, 
in  Sub-No.  78F;  Vanderburgh  County,  IN 
and  LaCrosse  County,  WI  from 
Evansville,  IN  and  LaCrosse,  WI,  in  Sub- 
No.  84F;  Randolph  County,  IL  and  Perry 
County,  MO  from  Chester  and 
Steeleville,  IL  and  Perryville,  MO,  in 
Sub-No.  97F;  Cook  County,  IL  from 
Morton  Grove  and  Niles,  IL  in  Sub-No. 
100F;  Erie  County,  NY  from  facilities  at 
Buffalo,  NY  in  Sub-No.  E19,  Allen 
County,  IN  from  Fort  Wayne,  IN,  in  Sub- 
Nos.  E36  and  E37;  Noble  County,  IN 
from  Ligonier,  IN  in  Sub-Nos.  E58,  E60 
and  E91;  Scott  and  Polk  Counties,  IA 
from  Davenport  and  Des  Moines,  IA,  in 
Sub-Nos.  E67,  E68  and  E69;  (3)  replace 
one-way  authority  with  radial  authority 
between  various  combinations  of  states 
throughout  the  United  States,  in  Sub- 
Nos.  22,  36,  44,  45,  46.  53,  62,  64,  71F,  76F, 
77F,  78F,  83F,  84F,  85F,  90F,  91F,  92F, 
100F,  E19,  E20,  E36,  E37,  E40,  E41,  E58, 
E60,  E67,  E68,  E69,  E72.F73,  E77,  E85, 
E87,  E90  and  E91;  (4)  authorize  service  at 
all  intermediate  points  in  connection 
with  its  regular-route  operations,  in  Sub- 


No.  31;  (5)  remove  restrictions  limiting 
services  to  or  from  named  facilities  in 
Sub-Nos.  22,  31,  36,  42,  45,  46.  53,  62,  64, 
71F,  73F,  77F,  and  E19;  (6)  remove 
“except  containers  and  commodities  in 
bulk”  restriction  in  Sub-No.  22,  “except 
frozen  food,  meat  and  commodities  in 
bulk”  restriction  in  Sub-No.  31,  “except 
commodities  in  bulk”  restrictions  in 
Sub-Nos.  62,  71F,  73F,  76F,  77F,  78F,  84F, 
85F,  92F,  and  97F,  “except  com  oil” 
restriction  in  Sub-No.  53,  “in  bulk” 
restrictions  in  Sub-Nos.  30,  36, 44,  53, 

83F,  E19,  E20,  E36,  E37,  E40.  E41,  E42, 

E43,  E44,  E45,  E46,  E47,  E48,  E49,  E50, 

E51,  E52,  E53,  E54,  E55,  E56,  E58,  E60, 

E67,  E68,  E69,  E72,  E73,  E 77,  E85,  E87, 

E90,  and  E91,  “in  tank  vehicles" 
restriction  in  Sub-Nos.  22, 44,  53,  73F, 

E19,  E20,  E40,  E72,  E73,  E85,  and  E87,  “in 
tank  or  hopper-type  vehicles”  restriction 
in  Sub-No.  44,  and  “in  containers" 
restriction  in  Sub-No.  46;  (7)  remove 
restrictions  to  shipments  having  prior 
movement  by  rail  in  Sub-Nos.  30  and  44, 
and  restriction  to  traffic  having  prior 
movement  by  motor,  rail  or  water 
carrier  in  Sub-No.  62;  (8)  remove 
“originating  at  and/or  destined  to" 
restrictions  in  Sub-Nos.  31,  36, 42,  45, 46, 
71F,  73F,  and  77F;  (9)  remove  “except 
AK  and  HI”  restrictions  in  Sub-Nos.  36, 
78F,  83F,  and  85F,  “restricted  against 
service  from  and  to  Delaware,  OH,  and 
points  in  its  commercial  zone  as  defined 
by  the  Commission"  restriction  in  Sub- 
No.  30,  "restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  potato  flour  from  ME”, 
“except  from  St.  Louis,  MO,  to  points  in 
IL”  and  “except  that  no  service  is 
authorized  from  points  in  VA,  to 
Harrisburg,  Lancaster,  York,  or  Reading, 
PA”  restrictions  in  Sub-No.  44. 

MC  93186  (Sub-13)X,  filed  May  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  EUDELL  WATTS  III 
d.b.a.  WATTS  TRANSFER  CO.,  825  First 
Avenue,  Rock  Island,  IL  61201. 
Representative:  Thomas  M.  O’Brien,  10 
South  LaSalle  Street,  Suite  1600, 

Chicago,  IL  60603.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub-Nos.  IF, 

3F,  and  10F  certificates  to  (1)  broaden 
the  commodity  descriptions  from  (a) 
wheels,  rims,  hubs,  and  spindles  and 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
above  named  commodities  in  Sub-No. 

IF  to  “such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in 
or  used  by  manufacturers  and 
distributors  of  wheels,  rims  hubs,  and 
spindles”;  (b)  motorcycle  parts  and 
automobile  parts,  agricultural  implement 
parts,  iron  and  steel  foundry  products, 
and  wheels  and  rim  to  “such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  and  distributors  of 
motorcycle  parts  and  automobile  parts, 
agricultural  implement  parts,  iron  and 
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steel  foundry  products,  and  wheels  and 
rims”  in  Sub-No.  10F;  (2)  eliminate  the 
facilities  limitations  in  Sub-Nos.  IF  and 
3F;  (3)  expand  city-wide  authority  to 
county-wide  authority  (a)  from  Walcott, 
IA  to  Scott  County,  IA  in  Sub-No.  IF;  (b) 
from  Washington,  IA  to  Washington 
County,  IA  in  Sub-No.  3F;  (c)  from  Cedar 
Rapids,  IA  to  Linn  County,  IA;  from 
Clinton,  LA  to  Clinton  County,  IA;  from 
Davenport  and  Walcott,  IA  to  Scott 
County,  IA;  from  Dubuque,  IA  to 
Dubuque  County,  IA;  from  Iowa  City,  IA 
to  Johnson  County,  IA;  from  Ottumwa, 

IA  to  Wapello  County,  IA;  from 
Muscatine  and  Wilton  Junction,  IA  to 
Muscatine  County,  IA;  from  Sioux  City, 
IA  to  Woodbury  County,  IA:  from 
Washington,  IA  to  Washington  County, 
IA;  and  from  Waterloo,  IA  to  Black 
Hawk  County,  IA  in  Sub-No.  10F;  (4) 
broaden  the  territorial  descriptions  to 
allow  radial  service  (a)  between  points 
in  Scott  County,  IA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  WI  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  45  and  south  of  U.S. 
Highway  10  (except  the  LaCrosse  and 
Milwaukee,  WI  Commercial  Zones)  and 
IL  (except  the  Chicago,  IL  Commercial 
Zone)  in  Sub-No.  IF;  and  (b)  between 
points  in  Washington  County,  IA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  IL, 
IN,  MI,  and  WI  in  Sub-No.  3F;  and  (5) 
remove  originating  at  or  destined  to 
restrictions  in  Sub-Nos.  IF  and  3F. 

MC  109397  (Sub-538)X,  filed  May  13, 
1981.  Applicant:  TRI-STATE  MOTOR 
TRANSIT  CO..  P.O.  Box  113,  Joplin.  MO 
64801.  Representative:  A.  N.  Jacob,  P.O. 
Box  113,  Joplin,  MO  64801  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub- 
Nos.  508F  and  519  certificates  to  (1) 
remove  the  restriction  excepting  HI  in 
Sub-No.  508F  and  (2)  remove  the 
restriction  excepting  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission  in  Sub-No. 
519  in  its  general  commodities 
authorities  between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  114301  (Sub-113)X,  filed  May  15, 
1981.  Applicant:  DELAWARE  EXPRESS 
CO.,  P.O.  Box  97,  Elkton,  MD  21921. 
Representative:  Maxwell  A.  Howell, 

1100  Investment  Bldg.,  1511  K  St.,  NW, 
Washington,  DC  20005.  Applicant  seeks 
to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub-Nos.  89, 
93  and  94F  certificates  to  (aj  broaden  the 
commodity  descriptions  from  plastic 
pellets  (Sub-No.  89),  granular  plastic 
(Sub-No.  93}  and  dry  plastic  materials 
(Sub-No.  94)  to  “chemicals  and  related 
products,”  (b)  in  Sub-No.  89  broaden, 
Pawtucket  RI  to  Providence  County,  RI; 
Elkton,  MD,  to  Cecil  County,  MD;  New 
Brunswick,  NJ,  to  Middlesex  County,  NJ; 
Sycamore,  IL,  to  DeKalb  County,  IL; 
Tarboro,  NC,  to  Edgecombe  County,  NC; 
Hazelhurst,  MS,  to  Copiah  County,  MS; 
Miami,  FL,  to  Dade  County,  FL;  and 


Westfield,  MA,  to  Hampden  County, 

MA;  and  in  Sub-Nos.  93  and  94  broaden 
Leominster,  MA,  to  Worcester  County, 
MA;  (c)  broaden  its  one-way  to  radial 
authority  between  the  counties  named 
above  and  points  in  various  States,  in  all 
referenced  Sub-Nos;  (d)  to  eliminate  the 
plantsite  restriction  in  Sub-No.  93;  (e) 
delete  an  “in  bulk”  restrictions  in  all  of 
the  above  Sub-Nos. 

MC  115669  (Sub-205)X,  filed  May  8, 
1981.  Applicant:  DAHLSTEN  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  95,  Clay  Center,  NE 
68933.  Representative:  Marshall  D. 
Becker,  Suite  610,  7171  Mercy  Road, 
Omaha,  NE  68106.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub-Nos.  136, 
140, 141, 143, 149, 151, 154, 156, 157, 158, 
161, 164, 167F,  168F,  173F,  174F,  175F, 
187F,  192F,  198F,  199F,  certificates  and 
E-letter  notices  2,  3,  7, 16,  20,  21,  26,  27, 

28,  29,  30,  31.  32,  33,  36,  39,  40  and  41  to 
(A)  broaden  the  commodity  description 
from  (1)  fertilizer,  insecticides,  dry  earth 
paint,  chelates,  salt,  salt  products,  and, 
materials  and  supplies,  dry  feed  grade 
urea,  liquid  fertilizer  solutions, 
dicalsium  phosphate,  anhydrous 
ammonia,  agricultural  chemicals  and 
potash  to  “chemicals  and  related 
products,”  in  Sub-Nos.  136, 140, 141, 143, 
154, 157, 158, 161, 164, 168F,  173F,  174F, 
175F,  187F,  192F,  198F,  199F,  and  E2,  E3, 
E7,  E16,  E20,  E21,  E26,  E27,  E28,  E29,  E30, 
E31,  E32,  E33,  E36,  E39,  E40,  and  E41,  (2) 
materials  and  supplies  used  in 
agricultural,  water  treatment,  food 
processing,  wholesale  grocery,  and 
institutional  supply  industries  to 
“commodities  used  by  agricultural, 
water  treatment,  food  processing, 
wholesale  grocery,  and  institutional 
supply  industries,"  in  Sub-Nos.  161  and 
192F,  (3)  bentonite  clay  and  foundry 
molding  sand  treating  compounds,  water 
impedance  boards,  and  processed  clay 
to  “clay,  concrete,  glass,  or  stone 
products,”  in  Sub-Nos.  136, 140, 149, 151, 
156,  and  167F,  (4)  used  synthetic  alumina 
catalyst,  dry  petroleum  pitch,  and  lignite 
coal  to  “petroleum,  natural  gas  and  their 
products,  and,  coal  and  coal  products," 
in  Sub-Nos.  140, 149,  and  167F,  and  (5) 
limestone  to  “ores  and  minerals,"  in 
Sub-No.  157;  (B)  eliminate  the  (1) 
commodities  “in  bulk”  and/or  “in  bags" 
restriction,  in  Sub-Nos.  149, 151, 154, 156, 
168F,  E26,  E28,  E29:  E30,  E31,  E32,  E33 
and  E36,  (2)  “mixed  load”  restriction,  in 
Sub-No.  192F,  and  (3)  "in  tank  vehicles” 
restriction,  in  Sub-Nos.  154  and  168F;  (C) 
remove  the  plantsite  restriction  in  Sub- 
Nos.  136, 140, 143, 149, 151, 154, 156, 158, 
168F,  173F,  174F,  192F,  199,  and  E41;  (D) 
remove  the  restriction  limiting  service  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  named  points,  in  Sub-No.  140 
(Hastings,  NE)  and  E2  (Eddy  County, 


MN);  (E)  remove  the  restriction 
prohibiting  the  transportation  of 
specified  commodities,  in  Sub-Nos.  149, 
151, 187F  and  E7;  (F)  authorize  county¬ 
wide  authority  to  replace  existing  city- 
wide  service:  (1)  Adams  County,  NE  for 
Hastings,  NE,  in  Sub-Nos.  136, 140,  and 
173F,  (2)  Butte  County,  SD  for  Belle 
Fourche,  SD,  in  Sub-Nos.  136, 140,  and 
149,  (3)  Weston  County,  WY  for  Upton, 
WY,  in  Sub-Nos.  146, 149,  and  151  (4) 
Gage  County,  NE,  for  Beatrice,  NE,  in 
Sub-Nos.  158, 168F,  and  187F,  (5) 
Scottsbluff  County,  NE,  for  Scottsbluff, 
NE,  in  Sub-No.  140,  (6)  Montgomery 
County,  KS,  for  Coffeyville,  KS,  in  Sub- 
No.  140,  (7)  McPherson  County,  KS,  for 
McPherson,  KS,  in  Sub-No.  130,  (8) 
Phillips  County,  KS,  for  Phillipsburg,  KS, 
in  Sub-No.  140,  (9)  Reno  County,  KS,  for 
Hutchinson,  KS  in  Sub-Nos.  141, 154, 

161,  and  192F,  (10)  Douglas  County,  KS, 
for  Lawrence,  KS,  in  Sub-Nos.  143  and 
E36,  E39,  and  E40  (11)  Big  Horn  County, 
WY,  for  Lovell,  WY,  in  Sub-No.  149,  (12) 
Crook  County,  WY,  for  Colony,  WTY,  in 
Sub-No.  151,  (13)  Richardson  County, 

NE,  for  Falls  City,  NE,  in  Sub-Nos.  154 
and  164,  (14)  Shelby  County,  TN,  for 
Woodstock,  TN,  in  Sub-No.  154,  (15) 

Cass  County,  NE,  for  Weeping  Water, 

NE,  in  Sub-Nos.  154  and  157,  (16) 
Jefferson  County,  NE,  for  Fairbury,  NE, 
in  Sub-No.  175F,  (17)  Hamilton  County, 
NE,  for  Aurora,  NE,  in  Sub-No.  187F,  (18) 
Rice  County,  KS,  for  Lyons,  KS,  in  Sub- 
No.  192F,  (19)  Tooele  County,  UT,  for 
Solar,  UT,  in  Sub-No.  T92F,  (20)  Weber 
County,  UT  for  Ogden,  UT,  in  Sub-No. 
192F,  (21)  Box  Butte  County,  UT  for 
Saline,  UT,  in  Sub-No.  192F,  (22)  Rogers 
County,  OK,  for  Port  of  Catoosa,  OK,  in 
Sub-No.  198F,  (23)  Salt  Lake  County,  UT, 
for  Saltair,  UT,  in  Sub-No.  199F,  (24) 
Carroll  County,  IA,  for  Carroll,  IA,  in 
Sub-No.  E7,  (25)  Dallas  County,  IA,  for 
Perry,  IA,  in  Sub-No.  E16,  (26)  Greene 
County,  LA,  for  Jefferson,  IA,  in  Sub-No. 
E20,  (27)  Black  Hawk  County,  IA,  for 
Waterloo,  IA,  in  Sub-No.  E21,  (28)  Sarpy 
County,  NE  for  LaPlatte,  NE,  in  Sub-Nos. 
E26,  E27,  E28,  E29,  E30,  E31,  and  E32, 

(29)  Ector  County,  TX,  for  Odessa,  TX, 
in  Sub-No.  173F,  (30)  Finney  County,  KS, 
for  Garden  City,  KS,  in  Sub-No.  173F, 
and  (31)  Chariton  County,  MO,  for 
Brunswick,  MO,  in  Sub-No.  174F;  (G) 
authorize  radial  authority  to  replace 
existing  one-way  service  between  points 
in  various  combinations  of  generally 
central  States,  in  Sub-Nos.  136, 140, 141, 
143, 149, 151, 154, 156, 157, 158, 164, 167F, 
168F,  173F,  174F,  175F,  187F,  192F  part 
(d),  198F,  E2,  E3,  E7,  E16,  E20,  E21,  E26, 
E27,  E28,  E29,  E30,  E31,  E32,  E33,  E36, 
E39,  E40  and  E41. 

MC  124141  (Sub-54)X,  filed  May  4, 
1981.  Applicant:  JULIAN  MARTIN,  INC., 
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P.O.  Box  3348,  Batesville.  AR  72501. 
Representative:  Timothy  C.  Miller,  Suite 
301, 1307  Dolley  Madison  Blvd.,  McLean, 
VA  22107.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  2F, 
3F,  4F,  6F.  7F.  10F,  11F,  19F,  21F,  24F, 

29F,  30F,  34F,  38F,  39F,  40F,  41F,  42F,  44F 
and  45F  certificates  and  lead  permit  in 
MC-140717  and  Sub-Nos.  1,  2, 3, 4,  7F. 

8F,  9F,  10F,  13F,  18F.  19F,  21,  25M1F  and 
26F  to  (1)  broaden  the  commodity 
descriptions  to  “lumber  and  wood 
products”  from  lumber  in  the  lead 
certificate,  from  rough  dimension  stock 
lumber  in  Sub-No.  7F  certificate;  to 
“machinery”  from  electric  motors, 
grinders,  buffers,  dental  lathes,  dust 
collectors,  pedestals,  parts,  accessories 
and  attachments  in  the  base  part  of  Sub- 
No.  2F  certificate,  from  household  and 
electrical  appliances  in  Sub-No.  44F 
certificate;  to  “machinery  and  electrical 
equipment”  from  various  commodities 
such  as  electric  lamps,  Christmas  tree 
lamps,  electric  cord  sets,  dry  cell 
batteries,  lamp  ballasts,  portable  battery 
chargers  in  Sub-No.  10  certificate;  to 
“chemicals  and  related  products  and 
rubber  and  plastic  products"  from  glues, 
adhesives,  caulks,  specialty  chemicals, 
and  empty  plastic  caps  and  containers 
in  Sub-No.  19F  certificate;  to  “chemicals 
and  related  products"  from  plastic 
materials  (except  in  bulk)  in  Sub-No.  21F 
certificate;  to  “food  and  related 
products”  from  foodstuffs  (except  in 
bulk)  in  Sub-No.  3  certificate,  from 
pickles  and  pickle  products  in  Sub-No.  4 
certificate,  from  canned  goods  in  Sub- 
No.  6  certificate,  from  foodstuffs  in  Sub- 
No.  24  certificate,  and  Sub-No.  25M1F 
permit  from  confectionery  and 
confectionery  products  in  Sub-No.  29 
certificate,  from  margarine  and 
margarine  products  (except  in  bulk),  in 
Sub-No.  34  certificates,  from  alcoholic 
liquors  (except  in  bulk)  in  the  base 
authority  in  Sub-No.  38  certificate,  from 
meat,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products  (except  hides  and  commodities 
in  bulk)  in  Sub-No.  39  certificate,  and 
Sub-Nos.  7, 8,  9, 10, 13, 18, 19,  21  permits, 
from  canned  foods  and  frozen  fruits  and 
vegetables  in  Sub-No.  45  certificate, 
from  pork,  pork  products  and  pork  by¬ 
products  in  the  lead  permit,  from  beef 
and  beef  products  (except  in  bulk)  in 
Sub-No.  4  permit,  from  pork  and  pork 
products  (except  in  bulk)  in  Sub-No.  3 
permit,  from  malt  beverages  in  Sub-No. 
41  certificate,  from  malt  beverage  and 
materials  and  supplies  in  Sub-No.  42 
certificate;  to  “chemicals  and  related 
products”  from  shampoo  in  Sub-No.  26 
permit;  to  “food  and  related  products 
and  pulp,  paper  and  related  products” 
from  coffee  and  coffee  filters  in  Sub-No. 
40  certificate;  to  “rubber  and  plastic 


products”  from  plastic  sheeting  in  Sub- 
Nos.  1  and  2  permits,  (2)  change  city  to 
county-wide  authority  (a)  in  the  lead 
certificate  from  Harrisburgh,  AR  and 
Memphis,  TN  to  Poinsett  County,  AR 
and  Crittenden,  AR,  DeSoto  County,  MS 
and  Shelby,  Fayette  and  Tipton 
Counties,  TN,  (b)  in  Sub-No.  4  certificate 
from  Bridgeport,  Imlay  City  and 
Memphis,  MI,  Millsboro,  DE  and 
Greenville,  MS  to  Saginaw,  Lapeer,  and 
St.  Clair  Counties,  MI.  Bath  County,  DE 
to  Washington  County,  MS,  (c)  in  Sub- 
No.  6  from  Athens,  AL  to  Limestone 
County,  AL,  (d)  in  Sub-No.  21  from 
Houston,  TX  to  Brazoria,  Waller,  Ft. 

Bend,  Chambers,  Harris  and 
Montgomery  Counties,  TX,  (e)  in  Sub- 
No.  24  from  Hershey,  Lancaster,  and 
Mechanicsburgh,  PA  to  Dauphin, 
Lancaster,  Lebanon  and  Cumberland 
Counties,  PA,  (f)  in  Sub-No.  29  from 
Bethlehem,  PA  to  Bucks,  Lehigh,  and 
Northampton  Counties,  PA,  (g)  in  Sub- 
No.  34  from  Osceola,  AR  to  Mississippi 
County,  AR,  (h)  in  Sub-No.  38  from  Ft. 
Smith,  AR,  Bardstown,  KY,  and 
Plainfield,  IL,  to  Sebastian  County,  AR, 
Nelson  County,  KY  and  Will  County,  IL, 
and  (i)  in  Sub-No.  39  from  Palestine,  TX 
to  Anderson  County,  TX  (3)  remove 
facilities  limitation  (a)  in  Sub-No.  2 
certificate  and  replace  Ft.  Smith,  AR 
with  Sebastian  County,  AR,  (b)  in  Sub- 
No.  3  certificate  and  replace  Dunkirk, 

NY,  Erie,  PA,  Atlanta,  GA  and  Dallas, 

TX  with  Chautauqua  County,  NY,  Erie 
County,  PA,  Fulton  County,  GA  and, 
Dallas  County,  TX,  (c)  in  Sub-No.  7  and 
replace  Vicksburg,  MS  and  Nashua,  NH 
with  Warren  County,  MS  and  Hillsboro 
County,  NH,  (d)  in  Sub-No.  10  certificate 
and  replace  Belleville,  Bucyrus, 
Circleville,  Cleveland,  Ravenna,  Warren 
and  Youngstown,  OH;  Lexington,  KY; 
Matoon  and  Danville,  IL  and  St.  Louis, 
and  Fenton,  MO  with  Huron,  Crawford, 
Pickaway,  Cuyahoga,  Portage,  Trumbull, 
Mahoning  Counties,  OH,  Fayette 
County,  KY;  Coles  and  McLean 
Counties,  IL;  and  St.  Louis  City  and  St. 
Louis  County,  MO,  (e)  in  Sub-No.  11 
certificate  and  replace  Bentonville  and 
Searcy,  AR  with  Benton  and  White 
Counties,  AR,  (f)  in  Sub-No.  19 
certificate  and  replace  Columbus,  Oh 
with  Franklin  Clunty,  OH,  (g)  in  Sub-No. 
40  certificate,  (h)  in  Sub-No.  44  and 
replace  Little  Rock,  AR  with  Pulaski 
County,  AR,  (4)  change  territorial 
description  in  all  permits  to  “between 
points  in  the  US,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  named  shippers,  (5) 
remove  the  "originating  at  and/or 
destined  to"  named  facilities  restrictions 
in  Sub-Nos.  3,  34  and  38  certificates,  (6) 
remove  in  tank  vehicle  restrictions  in 
Sub-No.  38  certificate,  (7)  remove  in  bulk 


restriction  in  Sub-Nos.  2,  3, 11, 19,  21,  24, 
30,  34,  38,  39,  40,  certificates  and  the  lead 
permit  and  Sub-Nos.  3, 4,  7,  8, 9. 10, 13, 

18, 19, 21,  and  25  MlF  permits,  (8) 
remove  “in  mechanically  refrigerated 
equipment”  restriction  in  Sub-Nos.  7  and 
19  certificates,  and  (9)  change  one-way 
to  radial  authority  between  various 
combinations  of  points  throughout  the 
US  in  all  certificates  except  Sub-Nos.  2, 
and  38. 

MC 124170  (Sub-165)X,  filed  May  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  FROSTWAYS,  INC., 

3000  Chrysler  Service  Drive,  Detroit,  MI 
48207.  Representative:  William  J.  Boyd, 
P.C.,  2021  Midwest  Road,  Suite  205,  Oak 
Brook,  IL  60521.  Applicant  seeks  in  its 
Sub  139  F  certificate  to  (1)  remove  the 
restriction  against  transportation  of 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles; 

(2)  remove  facilities  limitations;  (3) 
remove  the  restriction  against  service  to 
AK  and  HI;  and  (4)  authorize  county¬ 
wide  authority  in  place  of  named 
facilities  as  base  points  in  its  radial 
authority  between  these  points  and 
points  in  the  U.S.:  Knox  County  for 
Niobrara,  NE;  Custer  County  for  Broken 
Bow,  NE;  Platte  County  for  Columbus, 

NE;  and  Phelps  County  for  Holdrege, 

NE;  Litchfield  County  for  North  Canaan, 
CT;  Sumter  County  for  Sumter,  SC; 
Lagrange  County  for  Shipshewana,  IN; 
Delaware  County  for  Hancock,  NY; 
Morris  County  for  Parsippany,  NJ;  Essex 
County  for  Fairfield,  NJ;  and  Hudson 
County  for  Jersey  City,  NJ;  Coshocton 
County  for  Coshocton,  OH;  Knox 
County  for  Mount  Vernon,  OH;  and 
Stark  County  for  Canton,  OH;  Santa 
Clara  County  for  Los  Gatos,  CA;  Los 
Angeles  County  for  Cerritos,  CA; 

Ventura  County  for  Oxnard,  CA;  and 
Solano  County  for  Benicia,  CA;  Dallas 
County  for  Irving,  TX;  Claiborne  Parish 
for  Haynesville,  LA;  Marion  County  for 
Ocala,  FL  and  Baltimore  County  for 
Cockeysville,  MD. 

MC  126018  (Sub-5)X,  filed  May  11, 

1981.  Applicant:  PREM-PAK,  INC.,  1 
Exeter  Road,  North  Hampton,  NH  03862. 
Representative:  Frank  J.  Weiner,  15 
Court  Square,  Boston,  MA  02108. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-Nos.  1  and  2  certificates  to  (1) 
broaden  in  Sub-No.  1  the  commodity 
description  from  general  commodities 
(with  exceptions)  to  "general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives)";  (2)  broaden  in  Sub-No.  1 
the  commodity  descriptions  to  (a)  “pulp, 
paper,  and  related  products”  from  paper 
pulp  and  paper  products;  (b)  “metal 
products",  and  “clay,  concrete,  glass,  or 
stone  products",  from  pipe  and  plumbing 
supplies;  (c)  “metal  products"  from  skid 
chains  and  hardware;  (d)  “food  and 
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related  products”  from  non-alcoholic 
beverages;  (e)  “pulp,  paper  and  related 
products"  and  “leather  and  leather 
products”  from  paperboard,  fibre  board 
and  leather  board  innersoling  and 
innersoles;  (f)  “chemicals  and  related 
products"  from  anti-freeze  solutions; 
and  (g)  in  Sub-No.  2  broaden  to  “pulp, 
paper,  and  related  products”  from  paper 
products;  (3)  in  Sub-No.  1,  replace 
specific  point  authority  of:  Malden.  MA 
with  county-wide  authority  of 
Middlesex  County,  MA;  Boston,  MA 
with  county-wide  authority  of  Suffolk, 
Norfolk,  Middlesex,  Essex,  and 
Plymouth  Counties,  MA;  Dover, 
Claremont,  and  Rochester,  NH  with 
county-wide  authority  of  Strafford  and 
Sullivan  Counties.  NH;  Melrose  and 
Wakefield,  MA  with  county-wide 
authority  of  Middlesex  County,  MA;  and 
(4)  authorize  radial  operations  in  lieu  of 
one-way  operations  in  both  Sub-Nos. 

MC  136343  (Sub-236)X,  filed  May  15, 
1981.  Applicant  MILTON 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
355,  Milton,  PA  17847.  Representative: 
Stan  C.  Geist,  P.O.  Box  355,  Milton,  PA 
17847.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-No.  229F 
certificate  to:  broaden  the  commodity 
description  from  toilet  preparations  and 
cleaning  products  in  part  (1)  to 
“chemicals  and  related  products"  and  in 
part  (2)  from  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  toilet  preparations  and 
cleaning  products  to  “materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of 
chemicals  and  related  products.” 

MC  139023  (Sub-15)X,  filed  May  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  2-G 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  12589  Rhode 
Island  Ave.  So.,  Savage,  MN  55378. 
Representative:  Stanley  C.  Olsen  Jr., 

5200  Willson  Rd„  Suite  307, 

Minneapolis,  MN  55424.  Applicant  seeks 
to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub-Nos.  2, 

3,  6,  7F,  8F,  12F  and  13F  certificates,  and 
its  MC-134469  permit,  to  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  descriptions  from  glass 
containers  and  closures  for  glass 
containers  and  corrugated  cardboard 
cartons,  fiberboard  dividers  and 
carriers,  and  wooden  pallets  to  “such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  and  distributors  of 
containers”  in  Sub-No.  2;  from  insulation 
and  insulation  materials  to  “such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  of  insulation  and 
insulation  materials"  and  from  fertilizer 
and  fertilizer  ingredients  and  ice  melters 
to  “chemicals  and  related  products"  in 
Sub-No.  3;  from  iron  and  steel  articles  to 
“metal  products"  in  Sub-No.  6F;  from 
malt  beverages,  beverages  and  water  to 


"food  and  related  products"  in  Sub-Nos. 
7F,  12F,  and  13  (parts  3, 4,  5,  and  6);  from 
malt  beverage  dispensing  equipment,  oil 
and  grease  dispensing  equipment, 
hydraulic  system  components,  and  used 
bluegrass  stripping  machines  to 
“machinery"  in  Sub-Nos.  7F,  13,  and 
MC-134469;  from  containers  and 
containers  ends,  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of 
containers  and  container  ends  to  “such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  and  distributors  of 
containers  and  container  ends”  in  Sub- 
No.  8F;  from  bags  for  bluegrass 
strippings  and  seeds  to  “pulp,  paper  and 
related  products”  in  Sub-No.  13  (part  2); 
and  from  anti-freeze  and  lubricating  oils, 
and  greases  and  oils  to  “petroleum, 
natural  gas,  and  their  products”;  from 
agricultural  crop  spray,  cleansing  agents 
and  solvents  to  “chemicals  and  related 
products"  in  MC-134469;  (2)  remove  the 
restrictions  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  in 
Sub-Nos.  3,  6F,  and  8F;  except  tank  or 
hopper  containers  in  Sub-No.  8F;  and  the 
seasonal  restriction  in  Sub-No.  13F;  (3) 
eliminate  the  facilities  limitation  in  Sub- 
Nos.  2  and  6F;  (4)  change  city  to  county¬ 
wide  authority  in  Sub-No.  2  from 
Shakopee  MN,  to  Scott  County,  MN;  in 
Sub-No.  3  from  Kenosha  and  Union 
Grove  WI,  to  Kenosha  and  Racine 
Counties.  WI;  in  Sub-No.  6F  from 
Sterling  and  Rock  Falls,  IL.  to  Whiteside 
County,  IL;  in  Sub-No.  7F  from 
Evansville  and  Fort  Wayne,  IN,  to 
Vanderberg  and  Allen  Counties,  IN, 
from  Newport  KY,  to  Campbell  County, 
KY,  from  LaCrosse,  WI,  to  LaCrosse 
County,  WI,  and  from  Champaign, 
Redmon,  Alton  and  Mattoon,  IL,  to 
Champaign,  Edgar,  Madison,  and  Cole 
Counties,  IL;  in  Sub-No.  13F  from 
Barnesville,  MN,  to  Clay  County,  MN, 
from  Wahpeton,  ND  to  Witchland 
County,  ND,  from  Belleville,  IL,  to  St. 
Claire  County,  IL,  and  from  Olympia, 
WA,  to  Thurston  County,  WA;  (5) 
expand  one-way  to  radial  authority 
between  numerous  points  throughout 
the  U.S.  in  Sub-Nos.  2,  3,  6F,  7F,  12F  and 
13;  (6)  broaden  the  territorial  description 
to  between  points  in  the  U.S.  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  a  named 
shipper  in  MC-134469. 

MC  139495  (Sub-539)X,  filed  April  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1358,  Liberal, 
KS  67901.  Representative:  Herbert  Alan 
Dubin,  818  Connecticut  Ave.  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20006.  Applicant  seeks 
to  remove  restrictions  in  its  lead,  and 
326  different  sub-numbered  certificates 
to  (1)  broaden  the  commodity 
descriptions,  as  follows:  (a)  to  “food  and 
related  products”  from  foodstuffs, 


canned,  preserved,  prepared,  and 
bottled  in  Sub-Nos.  7,  25,  39, 103, 118, 

133,  221,  267,  299,  317,  350,  357,  371,  375, 
411, 412,  468,  496,  501,  503,  529,  and  534, 
from  frozen  foodstuffs  in  Sub-Nos.  168, 
273,  303,  342,  394,  406,  467,  and  523,  from 
confectionery,  and  confectionery 
products  in  Sub-Nos.  10  and  235,  from 
frozen  pizzas  in  Sub-No.  17,  from  pickle 
products  in  Sub-No.  20,  from  wine  in 
Sub-Nos.  36  and  81,  from  alcoholic 
beverages  in  Sub-Nos.  128,  218,  290,  354, 
355,  432,  520,  and  530,  from  pretzels  in 
Sub-No.  37,  from  sugar,  refined,  in  Sub- 
Nos.  64, 109,  and  398,  from  canned 
foodstuffs  and  pet  and  animal  foods  in 
Sub-Nos.  73, 124, 112,  and  393,  from 
cheese  and  cheese  products  in  Sub-No. 
123,  from  canned  fruits  and  vegetables, 
and  frozen  fruits,  vegetables,  berries, 
potatoes,  juices,  concentrates  and 
bakery  products,  and  juice,  juice 
concentrates,  and  apple  sauce  in  Sub- 
No.  130,  from  meat,  fresh,  meat  products 
and  by-products,  and  articles  distributed 
by  meat  packinghouses  in  Sub-Nos.  144, 
425,  502,  513,  515,  522,  and  528,  from  malt 
beverages  in  Sub-Nos.  151, 159,  and  423, 
from  frozen  ice  cream  and  novelties  in 
Sub-No.  208,  from  wheat  germ  and 
granola  in  Sub-No.  210,  from  cooking  oil 
and  coconut  oil  bars  in  Sub-No.  232, 
from  peanut  butter,  and  agricultural 
commodities  in  mixed  loads  with  peatiut 
butter  in  Sub-No.  238,  from  prepared 
flour  and  frosting  mixes  in  Sub-No.  268, 
from  potato  products  in  Sub-No.  296, 
from  vegetable  oils,  shortening,  and 
oleomargarine  in  Sub-No.  321,  from 
doughnut  mix,  flour,  sugar,  shortening, 
yeast,  fruit  filling,  and  juices  in  Sub-Nos. 
344  and  422,  from  bakery  products  in 
Sub-Nos.  388  and  405,  from  dry  beverage 
preparations,  malt  and  cocoa  products, 
candy  and  popcorn  in  Sub-No.  429,  from 
bananas,  and  agricultural  commodities 
when  moving  in  mixed  loads  with 
bananas  in  Sub-No.  460,  from  coffee  and 
coffee  products  in  Sub-No.  465,  from 
beverage  and  dessert  preparations  in 
Sub-No.  499,  and  from  flour,  com  meal, 
and  flaked  potatoes  in  Sub-No.  519;  (b) 
to  “farm  products,  and  food  and  related 
products",  from  prepared  animal  and 
poultry  feed  in  Sub-No.  234;  (c)  to 
“machinery,  metal  products,  and  rubber 
and  plastic  products",  from  oilers, 
safety,  oily  waste,  and  lab  cans,  safety 
cabinets  and  oil  and  gasoline  containers 
in  Sub-Nos.  3,  75,  76;  (d)  to  “chemicals 
and  related  products”,  from  sodium 
bicarbonate  and  carbonate,  and  laundry 
detergents,  in  Sub-Nos.  13  and  275,  from 
soap  in  Sub-Nos.  19  and  347,  from 
chemicals,  medicines,  and  toilet 
preparations  in  Sub-No.  53,  from  drugs, 
medicines,  and  toilet  preparations  in 
Sub-No.  60,  from  toilet  preparations  in 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  103  /  Friday,  May  29,  1981  /  Notices 


28985 


Sub-Nos.  67  and  233.  from  drugs, 
medicines,  and  chemicals  in  Sub-Nos.  88 
and  270,  from  cleaning,  scouring  and 
washing  compounds,  and  soap  in  Sub- 
Nos.  138  and  274,  from  cleaning 
products,  drugs,  medicines,  and  toilet 
preparations  in  Sub-Nos.  181  and  396, 
from  insecticides,  deodorants,  chemicals 
and  dispensers  in  Sub-No.  323,  from 
drugs,  toilet  preparations,  cosmetics, 
shampoos,  and  washing  compounds  in 
Sub-No.  339,  from  drugs,  toilet 
preparations  and  food  canning, 
preserving  and  seasoning  compounds  in 
Sub-No.  378,  from  water  treatment  and 
cleaning  compounds,  chemicals,  and 
activated  carbons  in  Sub-No.  439,  and 
from  pesticides  and  chemicals  in  Sub- 
No.  441;  (e)  to  “petroleum,  natural  gas, 
and  their  products",  from  petroleum 
products  (in  containers),  in  Sub-No.  15. 
from  petroleum  products  and  lubricating 
oils  (in  containers),  in  Sub-No.  184;  and 
from  petroleum  products  in  Sub-No.  475; 
(f)  to  “chemicals  and  related  products, 
and  instruments  and  photographic 
goods”,  from  drugs,  toilet  preparations, 
medical  instruments,  and  chemicals  in 
Sub-No.  34,  from  medical  care  products, 
and  materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
in  Sub-Nos.  77,  314,  and  430,  from 
surgical  and  hospital  supplies  in  Sub-No. 
96,  from  medical  care  devices  and 
products  in  Sub-No.  183,  from  health, 
hygienic,  medical,  and  surgical  care 
products  in  Sub-No.  228,  from  diagnostic 
products,  drugs,  sunglasses,  and  dental 
supplies  in  Sub-No.  230,  from 
intravenous  solutions,  drugs  and 
medical  supplies  in  Sub-Nos.  285  and 
289,  from  chemicals,  laboratory 
instruments  and  kits  in  Sub-No.  293,  and 
from  food,  cosmetic,  drug,  industrial  and 
scientific  chemicals,  and  related 
laboratory  instruments  and  kits  in  Sub- 
No.  316;  (g)  to  "rubber  and  plastic 
products,  and  metal  products”,  from 
reflective  traffic  marking  products  in 
Sub-No.  43,  and  from  paint  rollers  and 
paint  tray  sets  in  Sub-No.  472;  (h)  “metal 
products”,  from  non-ferrous  metal  slab 
or  ingots  in  Sub-No.  51,  from  copper 
wire  in  Sub-No.  80,  from  chilled  shot  and 
iron  sand  in  Sub-No.  440,  and  from 
barbeque  grills  in  Sub-No.  201;  (i)  to 
“clay,  concrete,  glass  or  stone  products”, 
from  clay  in  Sub-Nos.  56, 147, 166,  and 
341,  from  red  clay  pottery,  flower  pots 
and  saucers  in  Sub-No.  94,  from 
earthenware  in  Sub-No.  129,  from 
pottery  and  pottery  products  in  Sub-No. 
152,  from  glass  containers  in  Sub-No. 

170,  and  from  crayon  plaster  in  Sub-No. 
237;  (j)  to  “machinery",  from  oil  filter 
cartridges  in  Sub-No.  57,  from  electric 
storage  batteries  in  Sub-No.  74,  from 
vacuum  cleaners,  and  floor  polishers, 
vacuum  cleaner  bags  and  parts  for  such 


products  in  Sub-No.  120,  from  lamps  in 
Sub-Nos.  162  and  172,  from  motors, 
generators,  controllers,  power 
transmission  equipment,  machinery,  and 
scales  in  Sub-Nos.  180,  246,  278,  and  320, 
from  lighting  fixtures  and  parts  in  Sub- 
No.  300,  from  household  appliances  Sub- 
No.  318,  from  fans  and  defusers  in  Sub- 
No.  319,  from  gas  and  electrical 
appliances,  parts  in  Sub-No.  382,  from 
flashlights  and  batteries  in  Sub-No.  451, 
from  wiring  equipment,  electrical  and 
lighting  equipment  in  Sub-No.  479,  and 
from  heating  and  air  conditioning 
equipment  in  Sub-No.  532;  (k)  to  “printed 
matter”,  from  paper  labels  in  Sub-No.  61; 
(1)  to  “pulp,  paper  and  related 
products”,  from  paper  and  paper 
products  in  Sub-No.  155,  from  printing 
paper  in  Sub-No.  386,  from  bags  and 
scrap  paper  in  Sub-No.  64,  from 
corrugated  cases  in  Sub-No.  237,  and 
from  paper  and  paper  products  in  Sub- 
Nos.  381,  427,  and  524;  (m)  to  “textile 
mill  products,  lumber  and  wood 
products,  rubber  and  plastic  products, 
clay,  concrete,  and  glass  or  stone 
products,  metal  products,  and  building 
materials”,  from  carpeting,  hard  surface 
floor  covering,  wallboard,  wall  and 
ceiling  panels,  floor  screens,  insulation 
material,  and  materials  and  accessories 
used  in  the  installation  of  the  foregoing 
commodities,  in  Sub-Nos.  69  and  335;  (n) 
to  “building  materials”,  from  floor 
coverings  in  Sub-Nos.  89. 167,  305,  453, 
and  521;  (o)  to  “metal  products,  and 
machinery”,  from  barbeque  grills,  and 
accessories  in  Sub-Nos.  72  and  365,  from 
electrical  wire  and  cable  in  Sub-No.  226, 
from  steel  wire  and  springs  (except  size 
and  weight  commodities)  components  of 
fire  prevention  and  sprinkler  systems, 
and  pipe  fittings,  connectors,  hangers, 
castings,  and  valves  in  Sub-No.  2 77, 
from  valves,  hydrants,  pipe  fittings, 
connectors,  hangers,  indicator  posts  and 
castings  in  Sub-No.  284,  from  metal 
conduit  and  aluminum  strips  (except 
size  and  weight  commodities),  and  scrap 
aluminum  in  Sub-No.  292,  from 
aluminum,  aluminum  articles,  and 
products,  and  magnesium  products  in 
Sub-Nos.  325  and  327,  from  water 
heaters,  boilers,  glass-lined  water 
storage  tanks,  and  garbage  disposals  in 
Sub-No.  336;  (p)  to  “food  and  related 
products,  chemicals  and  related 
products,  and  rubber  and  plastic 
products”,  from 

foodstuffs,  drugs,  and  plastic  and  rubber 
articles  in  Sub-Nos.  78  and  442;  (q)  to 
“food  and  related  products,  and  rubber 
and  plastic  products",  from  trays  and 
foodstuffs  in  Sub-No.  379;  (r)  to 
“chemicals  and  related  products,  and 
food  and  related  products”,  from  soda 
ash,  cleaning  compounds,  bath  salts, 


fabric  softeners,  drugs,  toilet 
preparations,  and  feed,  and  malted  milk 
in  Sub-No.  91,  from  toilet  preparations, 
buffing,  polishing  and  sweetening 
compounds,  and  foodstuffs,  and 
fertilizer  and  fertilizing  compounds  in 
Sub-Nos.  95  and  283,  from  animal  and 
poultry  feed,  bath  salts,  cleaning 
compounds,  drugs,  fabric  softeners,  food 
preserving  and  seasoning  compounds, 
malted  milk,  modified  soda  ash,  and 
toilet  preparations  in  Sub-No.  426,  and 
from  canned  and  bottled  foodstuffs, 
drinks,  mixes,  and  mouthwashes  in  Sub- 
No.  444  part  (1);  (s)  to  “machinery,  metal 
products,  and  rubber  and  plastic 
products",  from  insulated  wire, 
electrical  plug  and  cord  sets,  power 
supply  cords,  pipe  fittings,  and 
connections,  pipe  hangers,  indicator 
posts,  hydrants,  pipe,  bars  and  rods, 
valves,  castings,  water  motor  alarms, 
cement,  joint  compounds,  automatic 
sprinkler  heads,  fire  protection  and 
prevention  systems,  air  heaters, 
blowers,  and  parts,  facings  and  gaskets, 
and  lighting  fixtures  in  Sub-Nos.  97  and 
351,  and  from  rotary  mower  and  chain 
saw,  materials  and  supplies  in  Sub-No. 
171;  (t)  to  "chemicals  and  related 
products,  rubber  and  plastic  products, 
textile  mill  products,  lumber  and  wood 
products,  and  metal  products”,  from 
toilet  preparations,  household  and 
industrial  cleaning  products,  insect 
control  products,  air  fresheners, 
starches,  brooms,  brushes,  mops, 
germicides,  and  promotional  materials 
in  Sub-No.  98;  (u)  to  “pulp,  paper,  and 
related  products,  and  lumber  and  wood 
products”,  from  cartons  and  boxes  in 
Sub-No.  101,  and  boxes  and  crates 
(except  paper  and  paper  products)  in 
Sub-No.  141;  (v)  to  “machinery,  pulp, 
paper,  and  related  products,  and 
chemicals  and  related  products",  from 
typewriters,  printing  paper,  and  ink 
materials  in  Sub-No  104;  (w)  to 
“chemicals  and  related  products,  and 
food  and  related  products",  from  drugs, 
medicines,  toilet  preparations, 
disinfectants,  toothbrushes,  candy, 
confectionery,  beverage  preparations, 
anti-acid  mints,  chewing  gum,  store 
display  racks,  or  stands,  and  packaging 
materials,  diagnostic  products, 
sunglasses,  and  dental  supplies  and 
materials  in  Sub-No.  Ill;  (x)  to  “rubber 
and  plastic  products”,  from  plastic  and 
rubber  materials  in  Sub-No.  113,  from 
crude  rubber  and  hoses  in  Sub-No.  116, 
from  plastic  pipe  fittings  and  connectors 
in  Sub-No.  165,  from  hose  in  Sub-No. 

182,  from  molded  plastic  articles  in  Sub- 
No.  186,  from  plastic  flower  pots  and 
plastic  articles  in  Sub-No.  189,  from 
plastic  and  rubber  articles  in  Sub-Nos. 
251  and  358,  from  plastic  articles  in  Sub- 
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No.  287,  and  from  plastic  articles  and 
artificial  Christmas  trees  in  Sub-No.  446; 
(y)  to  “coal  and  coal  products”,  from 
charcoal  briquettes  in  Sub-No.  117;  (z)  to 
“lumber  and  wood  products,  and 
building  materials",  from  cedar  shakes 
and  shingles  in  Sub-No.  119;  (aa)  to 
"furniture  and  fixtures",  from  furniture, 
in  cartons,  and  parts  and  materials  in 
Sub-No.  143,  from  bean  bag  chairs  in 
Sub-No.  146,  from  lawn  and  patio 
furniture  in  Sub-Nos.  203  and  315,  from 
shelving  in  Sub-Nos.  207  and  362,  from 
curtain  rods,  shelving,  and  bath 
accessories  in  Sub-No.  259,  from  new 
furniture  in  Sub-Nos.  261  and  390,  from 
redwood  furniture  in  Sub-No.  356,  and 
from  bed  frames,  beds,  and  minor 
supports  in  Sub-No.  395;  (bb)  to  “textile 
mill  products”,  from  blankets  in  Sub-No. 
158,  and  from  yam  and  wool  in  Sub-No. 
360;  (cc)  to  “textile  mill  products,  and 
rubber  and  plastic  products”,  from 
carpets  in  Sub-No.  160,  from  carpeting, 
cushioning,  and  lining  in  Sub-No.  231 
and  from  textiles,  rugs,  and  carpeting  in 
Sub-No.  338;  (dd)  to  “rubber  and  plastic 
products,  and  clay,  concrete,  glass  or 
stone  products”,  from  tile  in  Sub-No. 

177;  (ee)  to  “lumber  and  wood  products, 
rubber  and  plastic  products,  metal 
products,  clay,  concrete,  glass  or  stone 
products,  and  building  materials”,  from 
doors,  shutters,  blinds,  and  accessories 
in  Sub-No.  178,  and  from  doors,  and 
door  hardware  and  accessories  and 
parts  in  Sub-Nos.  301  and  302;  (ff)  to 
“building  materials”,  from  insulating 
materials  in  Sub-Nos.  199  and  288;  (gg) 
to  “machinery,  rubber  and  plastic 
products,  metal  products,  and 
instruments  and  photographic  goods”, 
from  electric  household,  kitchen  and 
bathroom,  and  oral  hygiene  appliances 
and  equipment,  hydrotherapy 
equipment,  sink  and  shower  fixtures, 
smoke  alarms,  food  processing  machines 
and  filters  in  Sub-No.  200;  (hh)  to  “clay, 
concrete,  glass  or  stone  products,  rubber 
and  plastic  products,  and  machinery", 
from  lenses  and  reflectors,  and  glass 
tubing  in  Sub-No.  229;  (ii)  to  “textile  mill 
products,  and  machinery",  from  finished 
knit  cloth,  garments,  and  sewing  mill 
machinery  in  Sub-No.  240;  (jj)  to  “lumber 
and  wood  products",  from  wooden 
mouldings  in  Sub-No.  247  and  fireplace 
logs  in  Sub-No.  488;  (kk)  to  “chemicals 
and  related  products,  metal  products, 
lumber  and  wood  products,  clay, 
concrete,  glass  or  stone  products,  and 
building  materials”,  from  adhesives, 
sealants,  solvents,  stains,  wood 
preservatives,  and  accessories, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
installation,  maintenance  and 
distribution  of  floors,  floor  coverings, 
walls,  and  wall  coverings  in  Sub-Nos. 


258  and  359;  (11)  to  “rubber  and  plastic 
products,  and  lumber  and  wood 
products",  from  plastic  and  wooden 
mouldings  in  Sub-No.  269;  (mm)  to  “pulp, 
paper  and  related  products,  and  building 
materials”,  from  fibreboards  and  sheets 
in  Sub-No.  294;  (nn)  to  “rubber  and 
plastic  products,  pulp,  paper  and  related 
products,  metal  products,  and  building 
materials”,  from  vinyl  and  plastic  siding, 
clapboard  siding,  plastic  and  paper 
articles,  building  materials,  and 
accessories  and  supplies  in  Sub-No.  471; 
(oo)  to  “clay,  concrete,  glass  or  stone 
products,  and  rubber  and  plastic 
products”,  from  clay  and  plastic 
products  in  Sub-No.  306;  (pp)  to 
"chemicals  and  related  products,  rubber 
and  plastic  products,  petroleum,  natural 
gas  and  their  products,  clay,  concrete, 
glass  or  stone  products,  and  building 
materials”,  from  adhesives  sealants, 
glues,  weather  stripping,  caulking 
compounds,  cements,  and  sound 
deadeners  in  Sub-No.  337;  (qq)  to  “pulp, 
paper  and  related  products”,  from  bags, 
paper,  plastic  and  paper  and  plastic 
combined  in  Sub-No.  352;  (rr)  to  “lumber 
and  wood  products,  rubber  and  plastic 
products,  and  metal  products”,  from 
mops,  brooms  and  brushes  in  Sub-No. 
361;  (ss)  to  “chemicals  and  related 
products,  and  manufactured  products", 
from  chemicals,  cleaning  and  janitorial 
products  and  supplies  in  Sub-No.  364; 

(tt)  to  “textile  mill  products,  rubber  and 
plastic  products,  and  leather  and  leather 
products”,  from  footwear,  footwear 
accessories,  and  display  cases  in  Sub- 
Nos.  372  and  373;  (uu)  to  “machinery, 
and  chemicals  and  related  products”, 
from  batteries,  battery  fluids,  chargers, 
and  rectifiers  in  Sub-No.  376;  (vv)  to 
“textile  mill  products,  chemicals  and 
related  products,  rubber  and  plastic 
products,  and  pulp,  paper,  and  related 
products”,  from  synthetic  fibers  and 
yarns,  fiber  waste,  plastic  materials,  and 
resin  in  Sub-No.  380;  (ww)  to  “clay, 
concrete,  glass  or  stone  products, 
chemicals,  and  related  products,  rubber 
and  plastic  products,  metal  products, 
machinery,  and  building  materials”, 
from  tile,  clay,  earthenware,  bathroom 
fixtures,  and  adhesives,  in  Sub-No.  385; 
(xx)  to  “rubber  and  plastic  products, 
chemicals  and  related  products  and 
petroleum,  natural  gas  and  their 
products”,,  from  adhesives,  coatings  and 
sealants  in  Sub-No.  397,  and  from 
petroleum  and  petroleum  products, 
vehicle  body  sealer  and  sound  deadener 
compounds  in  Sub-No.  478;  (yy)  to 
“chemicals  and  related  products,  pulp, 
paper,  and  related  products,  and  food 
and  related  products”,  from  cleaning 
componds,  disinfectants,  paint,  varnish, 
wax,  animal  food  supplements,  paper 


towels,  and  toilet  tissue  in  Sub-No.  407; 
(zz)  to  “general  commodities”  (except 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives),  from 
general  commodities  in  the  usual 
exceptions  in  Sub-No.  410;  (aaa)  to 
"chemicals  and  related  products,  rubber 
and  plastic  products,  and  machinery”, 
from  chemicals,  cleaning  and  defoaming 
compounds  (except  chemicals),  plastic 
liquid  and  sheeting,  ink,  and  laminating 
machinery  and  parts  in  Sub-No.  431; 
(bbb)  to  “clay  concrete,  glass  or  stone 
products,  and  machinery",  from 
glassware,  ceramic  ware,  and  electric 
appliances,  parts  and  accessories  in 
Sub-No.  456;  (ccc)  to  “machinery,  and 
instruments  and  photographic  goods”, 
from  audio  products,  clocks,  personal 
care  appliances,  and  portable  household 
appliances  in  Sub-No.  463;  (ddd)  to 
“furniture  and  fixtures,  pulp,  paper,  and 
related  products,  and  printed  matter”, 
from  display  racks,  stands  and  cases, 
stationery,  pens,  pencils,  and  markers  in 
Sub-No.  469;  (eee)  to  "rubber  and  plastic 
products,  metal  products,  and 
transportation  equipment”,  from  tires, 
tubes,  and  rims  in  Sub-No.  505;  (fff)  to 
“ordnance  and  accessories”,  from 
hunting  ammunition  in  Sub-No.  517; 

(ggg)  to  "textile  mill  products,  lumber 
and  wood  products,  pulp,  paper  and 
related  products,  rubber  and  plastic 
products,  clay,  concrete,  glass  or  stone 
products,  metal  products,  and  building 
materials",  from  carpeting,  hard  surface 
floor  covering,  wallboard,  wall  panels, 
floor  screens,  ceiling  panels,  and 
insulation  materials,  and  materials, 
accessories  and  supplies  in  Sub-No.  525; 
(hhh)  to  “pulp,  paper  and  allied 
products,  miscellaneous  products  of 
manufacture,  textile  mill  products, 
printed  matter,  furniture  and  fixtures, 
instruments  and  photographic  goods, 
metal  products  and  lumber  and  wood 
products"  for  school,  art  and  hobby 
supplies,  in  Sub-Nos.  21,  367,  and  428; 
(iii)  to  "miscellaneous  freight,  clay, 
concrete,  glass  or  stone  products  and 
metal  products”,  from  aquariums  and 
aquarium  supplies  in  Sub-Nos.  31  and 
135;  (jjj)  to  “miscellaneous  products  of 
manufacture,  chemicals  and  allied 
products,  rubber  and  plastic  articles, 
food  and  related  products,  and 
miscellaneous  shipments”,  from  toys 
and  games  in  Sub-Nos.  47  and  419,  and 
toys,  games,  children’s  vehicles  and 
related  parts  and  accessories  in  Sub-No. 
308;  (kkk)  to  "miscellaneous  products  of 
manufacture”,  from  toy  guns  and 
holsters  in  Sub-No.  107,  and  swimming 
pools  in  Sub-No.  191;  (111)  to  “such 
commodities  as  are  used  in  or  dealt  by 
manufacturers  of  distributors  of 
personal  care  products”,  from  personal 
care  products  in  Sub-Nos.  Ill  and  156; 
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(mmm)  to  “lumber  and  wood  products, 
metal  products,  rubber  and  plastic 
products  and  textile  mill  products”,  from 
ladders  in  Sub-No.  324;  (nnn)  to 
“transportation  equipment  and 
miscellaneous  products  of 
manufacture”,  from  canoes  and  camping 
supplies  in  Sub-No.  326,  and  canoes, 
camping  equipment,  outdoor 
recreational  equipment  and  cartop 
carriers  in  Sub-No.  538;  (ooo)  to  “metal 
products,  lumber  and  wood  products 
and  machinery",  from  hard  agricultural 
implements  and  hard  tools  in  Sub-No. 

537;  (ppp)  to  “chemical  and  related 
products  and  such  articles  as  are  dealt 
in  or  used  by  manufacturers  or 
distributors  of  pet  supplies”,  from  toilet 
preparations  and  pet  supplies  in  Sub-No. 
62;  (qqq)  to  "food  and  related  products 
and  such  commodities  as  are  used  in  or 
dealt  by  manufacturers  or  distributors  of 
personal  care  products",  from  personal 
care  products  and  chewing  gum  in  Sub- 
Nos.  153  and  254;  (rrr)  to  “printed 
matter,  rubber  and  plastic  articles, 
miscellaneous  products  of  manufacture, 
chemicals  and  allied  products,  food  and 
related  products,  miscellaneous 
products,  clay,  concrete,  glass  or  stone 
products,  furniture  and  fixtures,  and 
instruments  and  photographic  goods”, 
from  printed  matter,  plastic  articles, 
games,  toys,  puzzles,  playing  cards, 
pencils,  crayons,  writing  slates,  paints, 
brushes,  paste,  store  display  racks, 
telescopes  and  microscopes  in  Sub-No. 
243;  (sss)  to  “chemicals  and  related 
products,  such  commodities  as  are  dealt 
in  or  used  by  manufacturers  and 
distributors  of  personal  care  products, 
machinery,  rubber  and  plastic  products, 
and  food  and  related  products",  from 
drugs,  medicines,  personal  care 
products,  electrical  appliances,  plastic 
articles,  confectionery  and  disinfectants 
in  Sub-No.  255;  (ttt)  to  “instruments  and 
photographic  goods,  such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by  manufacturers 
and  distributors  of  personal  care 
products  and  food  and  related 
products",  from  sunglasses,  personal 
care  products  and  chewing  gum  in  Sub- 
No.  276;  and  (uuu)  to  “such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by  manufacturers 
and  distributors  of  personal  care 
products,  instruments  and  photographic 
goods,  food  and  related  products  and 
chemicals  and  related  products",  from 
personal  care  products,  sunglasses, 
chewing  gum,  diagnostic  products  and 
dental  supplies  and  materials  in  Sub-No. 
298;  (2)  remove  all  exceptions  on 
commodity  descriptions  such  as 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  in 
tank  hopper  vehicles,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
in  containers,  in  packages  and  bags,  in 


cartons,  windows,  doors,  iron  and  steel 
articles,  lumber,  plywood,  meat,  meat 
products,  meat  by  Sub-products,  frozen 
foodstuffs,  soda  ash,  petrochemicals, 
foodstuffs,  those  the  transportation  of 
which  because  of  size  and  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment, 
paper  and  paper  products,  chemicals, 
printer’s  ink,  vegetable  oils,  vegetable 
oil  products,  brick,  building  and • 
construction  materials,  commodities  of 
unusual  value,  hides,  household  goods 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  and 
commodities  requiring  special 
equipment,  wherever  they  appear  in 
each  of  the  aboveSub-numbered 
certificates;  (3)  elimiftate  the  named 
facilities  or  plantsite  restrictions 
wherever  they  appear  in  each  of  the 
aboveSub-numbered  certificates;  (4) 
replace  specific  point  authority  with 
countySub-wide  authority  in  the 
aboveSub-numbered  certificates  as 
follows:  lead  certificate,  Barton, 

Sedgwick,  and  Seward  Counties,  KS 
(Great  Bend,  Wichita,  and  Liberal,  KS); 
Sub-No.  3,  Brooke  County,  WV 
(Wellsburg,  WV);  Sub-No.  6,  Union, 
Franklin,  and  Erie  Counties,  OH 
(facilities  near  Marysville,  Columbus 
and  Vermilion,  OH);  Sub-No.  7,  Jefferson 
County,  KY  (facilities  near  Louisville, 

KY);  Sub-No.  10,  Tipton  County,  TN 
(facilities  near  Covington,  TN);  Sub-No. 
13,  Sweetwater  County,  WY  (facilities  in 
Sweetwater,  WY);  Sub-No.  15,  Cook 
County,  IL  (facilities  near  Cicero,  IL), 
Crittenden  County,  AR  (facilities  near 
West  Memphis,  AR);  Sub-No.  17,  Anoka 
County,  MN  (facilities  at  Fridley,  MN); 
Sub-No.  19,  Kent  County,  RI  (West 
Warwick,  RI),  Washoe  County,  NV 
(Reno,  NV):  Sub-No.  20,  Washington 
County,  MS  (facility  near  Greenville, 

MS);  Sub-No.  21,  Northampton  County, 
PA  (facilities  near  Easton,  PA)  Cowley 
County,  KS  (Winfield,  KS);  Sub-No.  23,  . 
Chicago,  IL  (plantsite  near  Chicago,  IL), 
Lake  County,  IN  (Hammond,  IN);  Sub- 
No.  25,  Santa  Clara  County,  CA 
(facilities  at  San  Jose,  CA);  Sub-No.  31, 
Cherokee  County,  GA  (Canton,  GA); 
Sub-No.  34,  Elkhart  County,  IN  (facilities 
near  Elkhart  IN),  New  Haven,  CT  (West 
Haven,  CT);  Sub-No.  36,  Elkhart  County, 
IN  (Elkhart,  IN);  Sub-No.  37,  Berks 
County,  PA  (Reading,  PA),  Wells 
County,  IN  (Bluffton,  IN);  Sub-No.  39,  St. 
Martin  Parish,  LA  (St.  Martinville,  LA); 
Sub-No.  40,  Hampshire  County,  MA 
(facilities  near  Easthampton,  MA),  Los 
Angeles  County,  CA  (Torrance,  CA), 
Denver  County,  CO  (Denver,  CO), 

Dallas  and  Bexar  Counties,  TX  (Irving 
and  San  Antonio,  TX),  King  County,  WA 
(Renton,  WA);  Sub-No.  43,  Hinds 
County,  MS  (Jackson.  MS);  Sub-No.  47, 
Hampden  County,  MA  (facilities  near 


East  Longmeadow,  MA).  Albany 
County,  NY  (Voorheesville,  NY);  Sub- 
No.  50,  Adams  County,  IL  (Quincy,  IL), 
Rock  County,  WI  (Beloit,  WI),  Polk 
County,  AR  (Mena,  AR),  Adams  County, 
WA  (Othello.  WA);  Sub-No.  51,  Los 
Angeles  County,  CA  (Long  Beach,  CA): 
Sub-No.  53,  Sussex  County,  DE  (Lewes, 
DE);  Sub-No.  56,  Limestone  County,  TX 
(facilities  near  Kosse,  TX);  Sub-No.  57, 
Lancaster  County,  PA  (Lancaster.  PA); 
Sub-No.  60,  Simpson  County,  KY 
(facilities  near  Franklin,  KY),  Dallas 
County,  TX  (Dallas,  TX),  Douglas 
County,  KS  (Lawrence,  KS),  Los  Angeles 
and  Alameda  Counties,  CA  (La  Mirada 
and  Oakland,  CA),  Multnomah  County, 
OR  (Portland,  OR);  Sub-No.  61,  Orleans 
Parish,  LA  (New  Orleans,  LA);  Sub-No. 
62,  Middlesex  County,  NJ  (facilities  near 
Cranbury,  NJ);  Sub-No.  64,  Saint  James 
Parish,  LA  (Gromercy,  LA);  Sub-No.  67, 
Carter  County,  TN  (Elizabethton,  TN); 
Sub-No.  69,  Lancaster  and  Beaver 
Counties,  PA  (facilities  in  Lancaster 
County,  PA,  and  Beaver  Falls,  PA);  Sub- 
No.  72,  Muscogee  County,  GA 
(Columbus,  GA);  Sub-No.  73,  Atlanta. 

GA  (facilities  near  Atlanta,  GA). 
Maricopa  and  Pima  Counties,  AZ 
(Phoenix  and  Tuscon,  AZ),  Alameda  and 
Los  Angeles  Counties,  CA  (Haywood 
and  Vernon,  CA),  Bernalillo  and  Santa 
Fe  Counties,  NM  (Albuquerque  and 
Santa  Fe,  NM);  Sub-No.  74,  Saline 
.County,  KS  (Stalina,  KS);  Sub-No.  75, 
Brooke  County,  WV  (Wellsburg,  WV); 
Sub-No.  76,  Brooke  County,  WV 
(Wellsburg,  WV);  Sub-No.  77,  Weber 
County,  UT  (Ogden,  UT),  Dallas  County, 
TX  (Dallas,  TX).  Hamilton  County,  TN 
(Chattanooga,  TN),  Weber  County.  UT 
(Ogden,  UT),  Los  Angeles  and  Alameda 
Counties,  CA  (City  of  Industry,  Bereley, 
and  San  Lorenzo,  CA),  King  County, 

WA  (Tukwila,  WA);  Sub-No.  78,  Saint 
Joseph  County,  Ml  (facilities  near 
Sturgis,  MI);  Sub-No.  80,  Luzerne 
County,  PA  (Hazelton,  PA),  Cheyenne 
County,  NE  (Sidney,  NE),  Los  Angeles 
County,  CA  (El  Segundo,  CA);  Sub-No. 
81,  Stanislaus,  Santa  Clara,  and  Madera 
Counties,  CA  (Modesto.  San  Jose,  and 
facilities  near  Mader,  CA);  Sub-No.  88, 
Elkhart  County,  IN  (facilities  near 
Elkhart,  IN);  Sub-No.  89,  Chicago,  IL 
(facilities  near  Chicago.  IL);  Sub-No.  91, 
Bucks  County,  PA  (facilities  near 
Morrisville,  PA),  Wayne  County,  MI 
(Rockwood,  MI),  Norfolk  County,  MA 
(Foxboro,  MA),  Cabell  County,  WV 
(Huntington,  WV),  Shelby  County,  TN 
(Memphis,  TN);  Chatham  County,  GA 
(Savannah,  GA),  Duval,  Orange, 
Hillsborough,  Polk,  and  Dade  Counties, 
FL  (Jacksonville,  Orlando,  Tampa, 
Lakeland,  and  Miami,  FL),  Dallas 
County,  TX  (Dallas,  TX);  Denver 
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County,  CO  (Denver,  CO),  Davis  County, 
UT  (Clearfield,  UT),  Cook  County,  IL 
(facilities  near  Niles,  IL),  Norfolk 
County,  MA  (Foxboro,  MA),  Cabell 
County,  WV  (Huntington,  WV),  Shelby 
County,  TN  (Memphis,  TN),  Clayton 
County,  GA  (Forest  Park,  GA),  Duval, 
Orange,  Hillsborough,  Polk,  and  Dade 
Counties,  FL  (Jacksonville,  Orlando, 
Tampa,  Lakeland,  and  Miami,  FL), 
Tarrant  County,  TX  (Arlington,  TX), 
Denver  County,  CO  (Denver,  CO),  Davis 
County,  UT  (Clearfield,  UT);  Sub-No.  94, 
Harris  County.  TX  (Houston,  TX);  Sub- 
No.  95,  Cook  County,  IL  (facilities  near 
Melrose  Park,  IL);  Washoe  County,  NV 
(facilities  near  Reno,  NV),  Multnomah 
County,  OR  (Portland.  OR),  King  County, 
WA  (Seattle,  WA);  Sub-No.  96, 

Middlesex  County,  MA  (facilities  at 
Billerica,  MA),  Union  County,  NJ 
(Murray  Hill,  NJ),  Cheshire  County,  NH 
(Fitzwilliam,  NH),  Newton  County,  GA 
(Covington,  GA).  San  Bernadina  and  Los 
Angeles  Counties,  CA  (Upland  and  Los 
Angeles,  CA),  Douglas  County,  KS 
(Lawrence,  KS),  Dallas  County,  TX 
(Dallas,  TX).  DuPage  County,  IL  (Itasca, 
IL),  Wayne  County,  MI  (Detroit,  MI),  and 
Providence  County,  RI  (Providence,  RI); 
Sub-No.  97,  Providence  County,  RI 
(facilities  at  Rumford,  RI),  Washington 
County,  RI  (facilities  near  West 
Kingston,  RI),  Lancaster  and  York 
Counties,  PA  (Columbia  and 
Wrightsville,  PA)  and  Chemung  County, 
NY  (facilities  at  Elmira,  NY),  Caldwell 
County,  KY  (facilities  at  Princeton,  KY), 
Chester  County,  TN  (Henderson,  TN), 
Chemung  County,  NY  (facilities  at 
Elmira,  NY),  Bulloch  County,  GA 
(plantsite  near  Clito,  GA),  Washington 
County,  RI  (facilities  near  West 
Kingston,  RI),  Lancaster  and  York 
Counties,  PA  (Columbia  and 
Wrightsville,  PA)  Chemung  County,  NY 
(facilities  at  Elmira,  NY),  Trumbull 
County,  OH  (facilities  near  Warren, 

OH),  Washington  County,  RI  (facilities 
near  West  Kingston,  RI),  Lancaster  and 
York  Counties,  PA  (Columbia  and 
Wrightsville,  PA)  and  Chemung  County, 
NY  (facilities  at  Elmira,  NY),  Marion 
County,  IN  (Indianapolis,  IN),  Shelby 
County,  TN  (Memphis,  TN),  Mercer 
County,  PA  (facilities  at  Mercer,  PA), 
Erie  County,  OH  (facilities  near 
Vermilion,  OH),  De  Soto  County,  MS 
(Southaven,  MS),  Erie  County,  OH 
(plantsites  near  Vermilion,  OH),  De  Soto 
County,  MS  (plantsites  near  Southaven, 
MS);  Sub-No.  98,  Barton  County,  KS 
(Great  Bend,  KS);  Sub-No.  101,  Atlanta, 
GA  (facilities  near  Atlanta,  GA);  Sub- 
No.  103,  Wilson  County,  NC  (Wilson, 
NC);  Sub-No.  104,  Cortland  County,  NY 
(facilities  near  Cortland,  NY),  Chester 
and  Luzerne  Counties,  PA  (Phoenixville 


and  Hazelton,  PA),  Los  Angeles  County, ' 
CA  (Paramount,  CA),  Tarrant  County, 

TX  (Arlington,  TX),  Montgomery 
County,  OH  (Dayton,  OH),  and  Washoe 
County,  NV  (Reno,  NV);  Sub-No.  107, 
Cherokee  County,  TX  (Jacksonville,  TX), 
Hudson  County,  NJ  (Jersey  City,  NJ), 

New  Haven  County,  CT  (New  Haven, 
CT);  Sub-No.  109,  Terrebonne  Parish,  LA 
(facilities  at  Houma,  LA),  Potter  and  El 
Paso  Counties,  TX  (Amarillo  and  El 
Paso,  TX),  Randolph  County,  MO 
(Moberly,  MO),  Reno  County,  KS 
(Hutchinson,  KS);  Sub-No.  Ill, 

Lancaster  County,  PA  (Lititz,  PA),  Cook 
and  Winnebago  Counties,  IL  (Elk  Grove 
Village  and  Rockford,  IL),  Queens 
County,  NY,  (facilities  near  Long  Island 
City,  NY),  Hudson  County,  NJ  (North 
Bergen,  NJ),  Franklin  County,  OH 
(Columbus,  OH),  Tarrant  County,  TX 
(Arlington,  TX),  Orange  County,  CA 
(Anaheim,  CA),  Clackamas  County,  OR 
(Milwaukee,  OR),  Morris  County,  NJ 
(facilities  near  Morris  Plains,  NJ),  Peoria 
County,  IL  (Peoria,  IL),  Dallas  County, 

TX  (Dallas,  TX),  Los  Angeles  County, 

CA  (Los  Angeles,  CA),  Suffolk  County, 
MA  (Chelsea,  MA),  Peoria  County,  IL 
(Peoria,  IL),  Dallas  County,  TX  (Dallas, 
TX),  Los  Angeles  County,  CA  (Los 
Angeles,  CA),  Peoria  County,  IL  (Peoria, 
IL),  Dallas  County,  TX  (Dallas,  TX),  and 
Los  Angeles  County,  CA  (Los  Angeles, 
CA),  Orange  County,  CA  (facilities  near 
Anaheim,  CA),  Middlesex  County,  NJ 
(South  Brunswick,  NJ),  Fulton  County, 
GA  (Atlanta,  GA),  Cook  County,  IL  (Elk 
Grove  Village,  IL).  Dallas  County,  TX 
(Grand  Prairie,  TX);  Sub-No.  112, 
Chicago,  IL  (facilities  near  Chicago,  IL), 
Allegan  County,  MI  (Hamilton,  MI);  Sub- 
No.  113,  Marshall  County,  II  (facilities 
near  Henry,  IL);  Sub-No.  116,  Bucks 
County,  PA  (facilities  near  Cornwells, 
PA),  Box  Butte  and  Red  Willow 
Counties,  NE  (Alliance  and  McCook, 
NE);  Sub-No.  117,  Cherokee  County,  TX 
(Jacksonville,  TX),  Logan  County,  AR 
(Paris,  AR);  Sub-No.  118,  Saint  Martin 
Parish,  La  (Cade,  LA);  Sub-No.  120, 
Fairfield  County,  CT  (facilities  near  Old 
Greenwich,  CT),  Polk  County,  IA  (Des 
Moines,  IA),  Salt  Lake  County,  UT  (Salt 
Lake  City,  UT),  Washoe  County,  NV 
(Reno,  NV);  Sub-No.  123,  Cashe  County, 
UT  (Logan,  UT);  Sub-No.  124,  Alameda 
County,  CA  (facilities  near  Oakland, 
CA);  Sub-No.  127,  Plymouth  and 
Worcester  Counties,  MA  (facilities  near 
Brockton  and  Auburn,  MA);  Los 
Angeles.  San  Francisco,  and  Alameda 
Counties,  CA  (Los  Angeles,  La  Mirada, 
San  Francisco,  and  Oakland,  CA);  Sub- 
No.  129,  Hinds  County,  MS  (Jackson, 
MS);  Gentry,  Saline,  Pettis  and  Marion 
Counties,  MO  (Albany,  Sweet  Springs, 
Sedalia,  and  Hannibal,  MO);  Sub-No. 


130,  Marion  and  Lane  Counties,  OR 
(facilities  near  Salem  and  Eugene,  OR), 
Benton  County,  WA  (facilities  near 
Prosser  and  Kennewick,  WA),  Marion 
County,  OR  (Salem,  Brooks,  and 
Stayton,  OR),  Benton  County,  WA 
(facilities  near  Prosser,  WA);  Sub-No. 

135,  Saginaw  County,  MI  (facilities  near 
Saginaw,  MI);  Sub-No.  138,  Beaver 
County,  PA  (facilities  near  Frisco,  PA), 
Alameda  and  Los  Angeles  Counties,  CA 
(Hayward  and  City  of  Industry,  CA), 
Denver  County,  CO  (Denver,  CO), 

Fulton  County,  GA  (Atlanta,  GA), 
Orleans  Parish,  LA  (New  Orleans,  LA), 
St.  Louis  .County,  MN  (Duluth,  MN), 
Mecklenburg  County,  NC  (Charlotte, 

NC),  Harris  County,  TX  (Bayport  and 
Houston,  TX),  Salt  Lake  County,  UT 
(Salt  Lake  City,  UT),  King  County,  WA 
(Seattle,  WA),  and  Mercer  County,  WV 
(Bluefield,  WV);  Sub-No.  141,  Lee 
County,  AL  (facilities  near  Auburn,  AL); 
Sub-No.  143,  San  Diego  County,  CA 
(facilities  at  National  City,  CA),  Fulton 
County,  GA  (Atlanta,  GA),  Harris 
County,  TX  (Houston,  TX),  and  Mercer 
County,  NJ  (Trenton,  NJ);  Sub-No.  144, 
Seward  County,  KS  (plantsite  near 
Liberal,  KS),  Kansas  City,  KS  (plantsite 
at  Kansas  City,  KS),  Morgan  and  Logan 
Counties,  CO  (Fort  Morgan  and  Sterling, 
CO),  Seward  County  and  Kansas  City, 
KS  (plantsites  near  Liberal  and  Kansas 
City,  KS);  Sub-No.  146,  Dallas  County, 

TX  (Irving,  TX);  Sub-No.  147,  Kern 
County,  CA  (Taft  and  McKittrick,  CA); 
Sub-No.  151,  Bexar  County,  TX 
(facilities  at  San  Antonio,  TX);  Sub-No. 
152,  Harrison  and  Anderson  Counties, 
TX  (Marshall  and  Palestine,  TX);  Sub- 
No.  153,  Orange  County,  CA  (facilities 
near  Anaheim,  CA),  New  Haven  County, 
CT  (facilities  near  Milford  and  West 
haven,  CT),  Winnebago  County,  IL 
(Rockford,  IL),  New  York,  NY  (Long 
Island  City,  NY),  Lancaster  County,  PA 
(Lititz,  PA);  Sub-No.  155,  Washington 
and  West  Feliciana  Parishes,  LA 
(plantsites  in  Washington  and  West 
Feliciana  Parishes,  LA);  Sub-No.  156, 
New  Haven  County,  CT  (facilities  near 
Milford  and  Orange,  CT),  Lancaster 
County,  PA  (facilities  near  Lititz,  PA) 
and  Cook  County,  IL  (Elk  Grove  village, 
IL);  Sub-No.  158,  Brown  County,  TX 
(Brownwood,  TX),  Sub-No.  159, 
Milwaukee  County,  WI  (Milwaukee, 

WI);  Sub-No.  160,  Cumberland  County, 
PA  (facilities  near  Carlisle,  PA);  Sub-No. 
162,  Elk  County,  PA  (St.  Marys,  PA), 
Woodford  County,  KY  (Versailles,  KY), 
Dyer  County,  TN  (Dyersburg,  TN),  Cook 
County,  IL  (Elk  Grove  Village,  IL);  Sub- 
No.  164,  Orange  County,  TX  (Orange, 
TX),  Jefferson  County,  AL  (Birmingham, 
AL),  Fulton  County,  GA  (Atlanta,  GA), 
Cook  County,  IL  (Chicago,  IL),  Sedgwick 
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County,  KS  (Wichita,  KS),  Boone  and 
Jefferson  Counties,  KY  (Florence  and 
Louisville,  KY),  Orleans  Parish,  LA 
(New  Orleans,  LA),  Hudson  County,  NJ 
(Secaucus,  NJ),  Erie  and  Monroe 
counties,  NY  (Buffalo  and  Rochester, 

NY),  Cuyahoga  County,  OH  (Cleveland, 
OH),  Philadelphia  and  Allegheny 
Counties,  PA  (Philadelphia  and 
Pittsburgh,  PA),  Dane  and  Milwaukee 
Counties,  WI  (Madison  and  Milwaukee, 
WI),  Jackson  County,  MO  (Kansas  City, 
MO),  St.  Louis,  MO,  and  Oklahoma 
Cotinty,  OK  (Oklahoma  City,  OK);  Sub- 
No.  165,  Bell  County,  TX  (Temple,  TX); 
Sub-No.  166,  Jefferson  County,  GA 
(facilities  near  Wrens,  GA);  Sub-No.  170, 
Okmulgee  County,  OK  (facilities  near 
Henryetta,  OK);  Sub-No.  171,  Tattnall 
County,  GA  (Glenville,  GA);  Sub-No. 

172,  Essex  County,  MA;  Sub-No.  177, 
Gonzales  County,  TX  (Gonzales,  TX); 
Sub-No.  178,  Kaufman  County,  TX 
(Terrell,  TX);  Sub-No.  180,  Cuyahoga 
County,  OH  (facilities  near  Cleveland, 
OH);  Sub-No.  181,  Logan  County,  IL 
(facilities  near  Lincoln,  IL),  Lucas 
County,  OH  (Toledo,  OH);  Sub-No.  182, 
Young  County,  TX  (Olney,  TX),  Los 
Angeles  County,  CA  (Los  Angeles,  CA), 
DuPage  County,  IL  (Elmhurst,  IL),  Bucks 
County,  PA  (Cornwell  Heights,  PA);  Sub- 
No.  184,  Kansas  City,  KS  (facilities  near 
Kansas  City,  KS);  Sub-No.  186,  Tarrant 
County,  TX  (Keller,  TX);  Sub-No.  187, 
Greenville  and  Spartanburg  Counties, 

SC  (Greenville  and  Landrum,  SC), 
Chattanooga  County,  GA  (Lyerly,  GA); 
Sub-No.  189,  Cherokee  County,  TX 
(Jacksonville,  TX);  Sub-NO.  191,  Phillips, 
County,  AR  (West  Helena,  AR);  Sub-No. 
193,  Union,  Franklin,  and  Erie  Counties, 
OH  (plantsites  near  Marysville, 
Columbus  and  Vermilion,  OH);  Sub-No. 
195,  St.  Paul,  MN  (plantsite  near  St.  Paul, 
MN);  Sub-No.  199,  Mesa  County,  CO 
(Fruita,  CO);  Sub-No.  201,  Kaufman 
County,  TX  (Mabank,  TX);  Sub-No.  202. 
Cherokee  County,  GA  (Canton,  GA); 
Sub-No.  203,  Nacogdoches  County,  TX 
(Nacogdoches,  TX);  Sub-No.  207, 
Monmouth  and  Cumberland  Counties, 

NJ  (facilities  near  Tinton  Falls  and 
Vineland,  NJ);  Sub-No.  208,  Douglas 
County,  NE  (Millard,  NE),  Ford  and 
Seward  Counties,  KS  (Dodge  City  and 
Liberal,  KS);  Sub-No.  210,  Riley  County, 
KS  (facilities  near  Manhattan,  KS), 
Saginaw  County,  MI  (facilities  near 
Carrollton,  MI),  Riley  County,  KS 
(facilities  near  Manhattan,  KS),  Saginaw 
County,  MI  (Carrollton,  MI);  Sub-No. 

221,  Champaign  County,  IL  (facilities  at 
Champaign,  IL);  Sub-No.  226,  Providence 
County,  RI  (Lincoln  and  Pawtucket,  RI), 
Hillsboro  County,  NH  (Milford,  NH), 
Worcester  County,  MA  (Worcester, 

MA);  Sub-No.  228,  Greenwood  County, 


SC  (facilities  near  Greenwood,  SC);  Sub- 
No.  229,  Darke  County,  OH  (Greenville, 
OH),  Boyle  County,  KY  (Danville,  KY). 
Essex  County,  MA  (Lynn,  MA);  Sub-No. 
230,  Morris  County,  NJ  (facilities  near 
Morris  Plains,  NJ),  Kent  County,  MI 
(Grand  Rapids,  MI);  Sub-No.  231, 
Lowndes  County,  MS  (facilities  near 
Columbus,  MS);  Sub-No.  232,  Saint 
Landry  Parish,  LA  (Opelousas,  LA);  Sub- 
No.  233,  Carter  County,  TN 
(Elizabethton,  NJ);  Sub-No.  234, 
Muscatine  County,  IA  (plantsite  at 
Muscatine,  IA);  Sub-No.  235,  Cook 
County,  IL  (facilities  near  Chicago,  IL); 
Sub-No.  237,  Marshall  County,  KS  (Blue 
Rapids,  KS),  Northampton  County,  PA 
(Easton,  PA),  Cowley  County,  KS 
(Winfield,  KS);  Sub-No.  238,  Wayne 
County,  MI  (Livonia,  MI),  Fulton  County, 
GA  (Atlanta,  GA);  Sub-No.  240, 

Cameron  County,  TX  (facilities  near 
Harlingen,  TX),  Wilkerson  and  Tate 
Counties,  MS  (Centreville  and 
Senatobia,  MS),  Lamar  and  Spaulding 
Counties,  GA  (Bamesville  and  Griffin, 
GA);  Sub-No.  242,  Chemung  County,  NY 
(facilities  near  Elmira,  NY);  Sub-No.  243, 
Montgomery  County,  KS  (Coffeyville, 
KS);  Sub-No.  246,  Anderson  County,  KY 
(Lawrenceburg,  KY);  Sub-No.  247, 

Shasta  County,  GA  (Cottonwood,  CA), 
Washoe  County,  NV  (Reno,  NV);  Sub- 
No.  248,  Harrison  and  Anderson 
Counties,  TX  (Marshall  and  Palestine, 
TX);  Sub-No.  249,  Worcester  County, 

MA  (Oxford,  MA),  Hartford  County,  CT 
(Milldale,  CT),  Lee  County,  MS  (Tupelo, 

MS) ;  Sub-No.  251,  Wayne  County,  OH 
(facilities  near  Wooster,  OH);  Sub-No. 
253,  Seward  County,  KS  (facilities  near 
Liberal,  KS),  Oklahoma  County,  OK 
(Oklahoma  City,  OK);  Sub-No.  254, 
Winnebago  and  Cook  Counties,  IL 
(Rockford  and  Elk  Grove  Village,  IL), 
Middlesex  County,  NJ  (South  Brunswick, 

NJ) ,  Fulton  County,  GA  (Atlanta,  GA), 
Shelby  County,  TN  (Memphis,  TN);  Sub- 
No.  255,  Queens  County,  NY  (facilities  at 
Long  Island  City,  NY),  Lancaster 
County,  PA  (Lititz,  PA).  Middlesex  and 
Hudson  Counties,  NJ  (South  Brunswick 
and  North  Bergen,  NJ),  Clayton  County, 
GA  (facilities  at  Morrow,  GA);  Sub-No. 
256,  Middlesex  County,  NJ  (facilities 
near  South  Brunswick,  NJ),  Multnomah 
County,  OR  (facilities  at  Milwaukee, 
OR),  Orange  County,  CA  (Anaheim, 

CA),  Dallas  County,  TX  (Grand  Prairie, 
TX),  Cook  and  Winnebago  Counties,  IL 
(Rockford  and  Elk  Grove  Village,  IL); 
Sub-No.  257,  York  County,  PA  (facilities 
near  York,  PA);  Sub-No.  258, 
Montgomery  and  Miami  Counties,  OH 
(facilities  at  Dayton  and  Piqua,  OH), 
Kalamazoo  County,  MI  (facilities  at 
Kalamazoo,  MI),  Montgomery  County, 
PA  (warehouse  at  Huntingdon  Valley, 


PA),  Rockdale,  GA  (Conyers,  GA), 
McLennan  County,  TX  (Waco,  TX),  Los 
Angeles  County,  CA  (City  of  Industry 
and  Monrovia,  CA),  Clark  County,  WA 
(Vancouver,  WA);  Sub-No.  259,  Saint 
Joseph  County,  MI  (facilities  near 
Sturgis,  MI);  Sub-No.  261,  Floyd  County, 
GA  (Rome,  GA);  Sub-No.  263,  Wayne 
County,  MI  (plantside  near  Detroit,  MI); 
Sub-No.  266,  Chatham  County,  GA 
(Savannah,  GA);  Sub-No.  267,  Kansas 
City,  KS  (facilities  at  Kansas  City,  KS), 
Sub-No.  268,  Washtenaw  County,  MI 
(Chelsea,  MI);  Sub-No.  269,  Elkhart  IN 
(facilities  near  Middlebury,  IN);  Sub-No. 
270,  Elkhart  County,  IN  (facilities  near 
Elkhart,  IN),  Montgomery  County,  OH 
(facilities  near  Dayton,  OH);  Sub-No. 

272,  Guilford  County,  NC  (facilities  near 
Greensboro,  NC),  Jefferson  County,  KY 
(Lousiville,  KY);  Sub-No.  273,  Portage 
County,  WI  (facilities  at  Plover,  WI); 
Sub-No.  274,  San  Francisco  and 
Alameda  Counties,  CA  (facilities  near 
San  Francisco  and  Union  City,  CA); 
Sub-No.  275,  Onodaga  County,  NY 
(facilities  near  Syracuse,  NY);  Sub-No. 
276,  Suffolk  County,  MA  (facilities  near 
Chelsea,  MA),  New  Haven  County,  CT 
(Milford  and  Orange,  CT),  Clayton 
County,  GA  (facilities  near  Morrow, 

GA),  Middlesex,  NJ  (South  Brunswick, 
NJ),  Winnebago  and  Cook  Counties,  IL 
(Elk  Grove  Village  and  Rockford,  IL), 
Dallas  County,  TX  (Grand  Prairie,  TX), 
Orange  County,  CA  (Anaheim,  CA), 
Multnomah  County,  OR  (Milwaukee, 
OR),  Queens  County,  NY  (Long  Island 
City,  NY),  Lancaster  County,  PA  (Lititz, 
PA);  Sub-No.  277,  Bulloch  County,  GA 
(facilities  near  Clito,  GA);  Sub-No.  278, 
Anderson  County,  KY  (Lawrenceburg, 
KY);  Sub-No.  283,  Cook  County,  IL 
(facilities  near  Melrose  Park,  IL),  Los 
Angeles  County,  CA  (facilities  near  Los 
Angeles,  CA),  Cook  County,  IL  (Melrose 
Park,  IL);  Sub-No.  284,  Chemung  County, 
NY  (facilities  at  Elmira,  NY);  Sub-No. 
285,  Memphis,  TN  (facilities  near 
Memphis,  TN),  San  Francisco  County, 
CA  (San  Francisco,  CA),  King  County, 
WA  (Seattle,  WA),  Maricopa  County, 
AZ  (Phoenix,  AZ),  Denver  County,  CO 
(Denver,  CO),  Yellowstone  County,  MT 
(Billings,  MT),  Polk  County,  IA  (Des 
Moines,  IA);  Sub-No.  287,  Bell  County, 
TX  (Temple,  TX);  Sub-No.  288,  Lincoln 
Parish,  LA  (plantsite  near  Gramblin, 
LA);  Sub-No.  289,  Memphis,  TN 
(facilities  near  Memphis,  TN),  Bristol 
County,  MA  (Mansfield,  MA),  Hamilton 
and  Cuyahoga  Counties,  OH  (Lockland 
and  Cleveland,  OH).  Wayne  County,  MI 
(Melvindale,  MI),  Erie  County,  NY 
(Buffalo,  NY),  Marion  County,  IN 
(Indianapolis,  IN),  Cook  County,  IL 
(Morton  Grove,  IL),  Hennepin  County, 
MN  (Minneapolis,  MN),  Allegheny 
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County,  PA  (McKees  Rocks,  PA);  Sub- 
No.  290,  Multnomah  County,  OR 
(Portland,  OR);  Sub-No.  292,  Los  Angeles 
County,  CA  (Los  Angeles,  CA);  Sub-No. 
293,  Bourbon  County,  KY  (facilities  near 
Paris,  KY),  Macon  County,  IL  (Deacatur, 
IL),  St.  Louis,  MO  (facilities  near  St. 

Louis,  MO);  Sub-No.  294,  Placer  County, 
CA  (Rocklin,  CA);  Sub-No.  296,  Dodge 
County,  WI  (facilities  near  Beaver  Dam, 
WI);  Sub-No.  298,  Orange  County,  CA 
(facilities  near  Anaheim,  CA);  Sub-No. 
299,  Monroe  and  Wayne  Counties,  NY 
(facilities  near  Hamlin  and  Williamson, 
NY),  Adams  County,  PA  (facilities  near 
Aspers,  PA);  Sub-No.  300,  Rockdale  and 
Bleckley  Counties,  GA  (facilities  near 
Conyers  and  Cochran,  GA), 

Montgomery  County,  IN 
(Crawfordsville,  IN);  Sub-No.  301, 
Escambia  County,  FL  (Century,  FL);  Sub- 
No.  302,  Lycoming  County,  PA 
(Williamsport,  PA);  Sub-No.  303,  Carroll, 
Saline,  Macon,  and  Randolph  Counties, 
MO  (Carrollton,  Marshall,  Macon,  and 
Moberly,  MO);  Sub-No.  305,  Fresno 
County,  CA  (Fresno,  CA);  Sub-No.  306, 
Allen  County,  KS  (Humboldt,  KS);  Sub- 
No.  308,  Los  Angeles  County,  CA 
(Carson,  CA);  Sub-No.  314,  Weber 
County,  UT  (Ogden,  UT),  Hamilton 
County,  TN  (Chattanooga,  TN);  Sub-No. 
315,  Franklin  County,  NC  (Louisburg, 

NC);  Sub-No.  316,  Bourbon  County,  KY 
(facilities  near  Paris,  KY),  Macon 
County,  IL  (Decatur,  IL);  Sub-No.  317, 
Morgan  County,  IL  (Jacksonville,  IL); 
Sub-No.  318,  Baltimore,  MD  (facilities  at 
Baltimore,  MD);  Sub-No.  319,  Broward 
County,  FL  (Fort  Lauderdale,  FL);  Sub- 
No.  320,  Saint  Joseph  and  Bartholomew 
Counties,  IN  (Mishawaka  and 
Columbus,  IN),  Anderson  County,  KY 
(Lawrenceburg,  KY),  Hawkins  County, 
TN  (Rogersville,  TN);  Sub-No.  321,  St. 
Louis,  MO  (facilities  near  St.  Louis,  MO); 
Sub-No.  323,  Los  Angeles  County,  CA 
(Cerritos  and  Long  Beach,  CA);  Sub-No. 
324,  Dyer  County,  TN  (Newbem,  TN); 
Sub-No.  325,  Shelby  County,  MO 
(Shelbina,  Mo);  Sub-No.  326,  Sedgwick 
County,  KS  (Wichita,  KS);  Sub-No.  327, 
Osceola  County,  MI  (Reed  City,  MI); 
Sub-No.  331,  Hampshire  and  Hampden 
Counties,  MA  (facilities  near 
Easthampton  and  Westfield,  MA);  Sub- 
No.  333,  El';hart  County,  IN  (Elkhart,  IN); 
Sub-No.  334,  Cook  County,  IL  (facilities 
near  Chicago,  IL);  Sub-No.  335,  Beaver 
County,  PA  (Beaver  Falls,  PA);  Sub-No. 
336,  Kankakee  County,  IL  (Kankakee, 

IL);  Sub-No.  337,  Kankakee  County,  IL 
(Kankakee,  IL);  Sub-No.  338,  Whitfield 
and  Catoosa  Counties,  GA  (facilities 
near  Dalton  and  Ringgold,  GA),  Fayette 
County,  TN  (Winchester,  TN);  Sub-No. 
339,  Baltimore  County,  MD 
(Cockeysville,  MD);  Sub-No.  340,  Los 


Angeles  County,  CA  (facilities  in  Los 
Angeles  County,  CA);  Sub-No.  341, 
Limestone  County,  TX  (facilities  near 
Kosse,  TX);  Sub-No.  342,  Scott  County, 

MS  (facilities  near  Forest,  MS);  Sub-No. 
343,  Reno  County,  KS  (Hutchinson,  KS); 
Sub-No.  344,  Los  Angeles  County,  CA 
(facilities  at  La  Mirada,  CA),  Tarrant 
County,  TX  (Arlington,  TX),  Hennepin 
County,  MN  (Bloomington,  MN),  DuPage 
County,  IL  (Itasca,  IL),  Denver  County, 

CO  (Denver,  CO),  Multnomah  County, 

OR  (Portland,  OR),  Kansas  City,  MO; 
Sub-No.  347,  Omaha,  NE  (facilities  at 
Omaha,  NE);  Sub-No.  350,  Saint  Joseph, 

IN  (facilities  near  South  Bend,  IN);  Sub- 
No.  351,  Trumbull  County,  OH  (facilities 
near  Warren,  OH),  Lancaster  County, 

PA  (facilities  near  Columbia,  PA);  Sub- 
No.  352,  Pulaski  County,  AR 
(Jacksonville,  AR);  Sub-No.  356,  San 
Diego  County,  CA  (National  City,  CA), 
Portage  County,  OH  (Kent,  OH), 
Milwaukee  County,  WI  (Milwaukee, 

WI);  Sub-No.  357,  Delta  County,  CO 
(facilities  near  Delta,  CO);  Sub-No.  358, 
Dallas  County,  TX  (Irving,  TX);  Sub-No. 

359,  Los  Angeles  County,  CA  (facilities 
in  Los  Angeles  County,  CA);  Sub-No. 

360,  Beaufort,  Duplin,  and  Columbus 
Counties,  NC  (facilities  near 
Washington,  Beulaville,  Whiteville,  and 
Warsaw,  NC);  Sub-No.  361,  Pitt  County, 
NC  (Greenville,  NC);  Sub-No.  362, 
Monmouth  County,  NJ  (facilities  near 
Tinton  Falls,  NJ);  Sub-No.  363, 

McCracken  County,  KY  (facilities  near 
Paducah,  KY);  Sub-No.  364,  Dallas  and 
Harris  Counties,  TX  (facilities  at  Dallas 
and  Houston,  TX);  Sub-No.  365, 

Muscogee  County,  GA  (Columbus,  GA); 
Sub-No.  367,  Northampton  County,  PA 
(Easton,  PA),  Cowley  County,  KS 
(Winfield,  KS);  Sub-No.  368,  Shelby 
County,  IL  (Shelbyville,  IL);  Sub-No.  369, 
Tarrant  County,  TX  (facilities  at  Fort 
Worth,  TX);  Sub-No.  372,  Clayton 
County,  GA  (facilities  near  Morrow, 

GA);  Sub-No.  373,  Huntington  County, 

IN  (facilities  near  Huntington,  IN);  Sub- 
No.  375,  DuPage  County,  IL  (facilities 
near  Downers  Grove,  IL);  Sub-No.  376, 
Madison  County,  KY  (facilities  near 
Richmond,  KY);  Wake  County,  NC 
(Raleigh,  NC),  Sumter  County,  SC 
(Sumter,  SC);  Sub-No.  378,  Aiken 
County,  SC  (Aiken,  SC);  Sub-No.  379, 
Chester,  Lancaster  and  Lehigh  Counties, 
PA  (facilities  at  Dowingtown,  New 
Holland,  and  Fogelsville,  PA),  Sussex 
County,  DE  (Milford,  DE);  Sub-No.  381, 
Tift  County,  GA  (facilities  near  Tifton, 
GA);  Sub-No.  382,  Vanderburgh  County, 
IN  (facilities  at  Evansville,  IN);  Sub-No. 
383,  Hudson  County,  NJ  (North  Bergen, 
NJ);  Sub-No.  385,  Cattaraugus  County, 
NY  (facilities  near  Olean,  NY,  Bucks  and 
Montgomery  Counties,  PA  (Quakertown 


and  Landsdale,  PA),  Hancock  and 
Breckinridge  Counties,  KY  (Lewisport 
and  Cloverport,  KY),  Madison  County, 

TN  (Jackson,  TN);  Sub-No.  386, 

Worcester  County,  MA  (facilities  near 
Fitchburg,  MA);  Sub-No.  387,  Cook 
County,  IL  (Chicago,  IL);  Sub-No.  388, 
Richmond,  VA  (facilities  near 
Richmond,  VA);  Sub-No.  390, 

Appomattox  and  Campbell  Counties, 

VA  (facilities  near  Appomattox  and 
Brookneal,  VA);  Davidon,  Guilford, 
Caldwell,  Catawba  and  Forsyth 
Counties,  NC  (facilities  near 
Thomasville,  Pleasant  Garden  Lenoir, 
Hickory  and  Winston-Salem,  NC);  Sub- 
No.  391,  Jefferson  County,  TX  (facilities 
in  Jefferson  County,  TX);  Sub-No.  393, 
San  Diego  County,  CA  (San  Diego,  CA); 
Sub-No.  395,  Dallas  County,  TX  (Dallas, 
TX);  Sub-No.  396,  Logan  County,  IL 
(facilities  near  Lincoln,  IL),  Somerset 
County,  NJ  (facilities  in  Hillsborough 
Township,  NJ);  Sub-No.  397,  Essex  and 
Suffolk  Counties,  MA  (Andover  and 
Boston,  MA),  Essex  County,  MA 
(Middleton,  MA);  Sub-No.  398,  Saint 
James  and  Assumption  Parishes,  LA 
(plantsities  at  Gramercy  and  Supreme, 
LA);  Sub-No.  405,  Calhoun  County,  MI 
(facilities  near  Battlecreek,  MI),  Union 
County,  SD  (North  Sioux  City,  SD);  Sub- 
No.  406,  Rutherford  and  Davidson 
Counties,  TN  (facilities  near 
Murfreesboro  and  Nashville,  TN);  Sub- 
No.  407,  Washington  County,  NY 
(facilities  at  Greenwich,  NY),  Bergen 
County,  NJ  (Tenafly,  NJ),  Chester  and 
Washington  Counties,  PA  (Coatsville 
and  Eightyfour,  PA),  Cuyahoga  County, 
OH  (Cleveland,  OH),  Cook  County,  IL 
(Chicago,  IL),  Dallas  County,  TX  (Dallas, 
TX),  Los  Angeles  County,  CA  (Los 
Angeles,  CA);  Sub-No.  409,  Lcs  Angeles 
County,  CA  (Long  Beach,  CA),  Tulsa 
County,  OK  (Oklahoma  City  and  Tulsa, 
OK),  Lubbock  and  Harris  Counties,  TX 
(Lubbock  and  Houston,  TX),  Caddo 
Parish,  LA  (Shreveport,  LA);  Sub-No. 

410,  Los  Angeles  County,  CA  (Los 
Angeles,  CA),  Denver  County,  CO 
(Denver,  CO),  Dallas  County,  TX 
(Dallas,  TX),  Cook  County,  IL  (La 
Grange,  IL),  Clayton  County,  GA 
(Morrow,  GA),  Franklin  County,  OH 
(Columbus,  OH),  Pittsburgh,  PA,  Hudson 
County,  NJ  (North  Bergen,  NJ),  and 
Suffolk  County,  MA  (Boston,  MA);  Sub- 
No.  411,  Orleans  Parish,  LA  (facilities  at 
New  Orleans,  LA);  Sub-No.  412,  Iberia 
and  Lafayette  Parishes,  LA  (New  Iberia 
and  Lafayette,  LA);  Sub-No.  419, 
Hampden  County,  MA  (facilities  near 
East  Longmeadow,  MA),  Albany 
County,  NY  (facilities  near 
Voorheesville,  NY);  Sub-No.  420, 
Hamilton  and  Butler  Counties,  OH 
(facilities  near  Cincinnati  and  Hamilton, 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  103  /  Friday,  May  29,  1981  /  Notices 


28991 


OH),  Lawrence  County,  AL  (Courtland, 
AL);  Sub-No.  422,  Wyandotte  County, 

KS  (Bonner  Springs,  KS);  Sub-No.'424, 
Morris  County,  NJ  (facilities  near  Morris 
Plains,  NJ)  Bexar  County,  TX  (San 
Antonio,  TX);  Sub-No.  425,  Finney 
County,  KS  (Garden  City,  KS);  Sub-No. 
426,  Passaic  County,  NJ  (facilities  near 
Clifton,  NJ);  Sub-No.  427,  West  Feliciana 
and  Washington  Parishes,  LA  (facilities 
in  West  Feliciana  and  Washington 
Parishes,  LA);  Cuyahoga,  Summit, 
Montgomery,  Butler,  Franklin,  and 
Delaware  Counties,  OH  (Cleveland, 
Akron,  Dayton,  Middletown,  Columbus, 
and  Delaware,  OH),  Milwaukee  County, 
WI  (Milwaukee,  WI);  Sub-No.  428, 
Northampton  County,  PA  (facilities  near 
Easton,  PA),  Cowley  County,  KS 
(Winfield,  KS);  Sub-No.  429,  DuPage 
County,  IL  (facilities  near  Villa  Park,  IL); 
Sub-No.  430,  Weber  County,  UT  (Ogden, 
UT);  Sub-No.  431,  Orange  County,  CA 
(Tustin  and  Orange,  CA);  Sub-No.  439, 
Passaic  County,  NJ  (facilities  near 
Hawthorne,  NJ),  Boyd  County,  KY 
(Catlettsburg,  KY),  Cabell  County,  WV 
(Huntington,  WV),  Allegheny  County, 

PA  (Pittsburg,  PA);  Sub-No.  449,  Wayne 
County,  MI  (Westland  and  Detroit,  MI), 
Medina  and  Cuyahoga  Counties,  OH 
(Wadsworth  and  Cleveland,  OH);  Sub- 
No.  442,  Campbell  County,.VA  (facilities 
near  Altavista,  VA);  Sub-No.  443,  Kay 
County,  OK  (Ponca  -City,  OK);  Sub-No. 
444,  Marshall  County,  MS  (facilities  at 
Byhalia,  MS);  Sub-No.  450,  York  County, 
PA  (facilities  near  York,  PA);  Sub-No. 
451,  Bradley  County,  TN  (facilities  near 
Cleveland,  TN),  Lancaster  County,  SC 
(Lancaster,  SC),  New  Haven  and 
Fairfield  Counties,  CT  (Waterbury  and 
Bethel,  CT),  Carbon  County,  PA 
(Palmerton,  PA),  Winnebago  County,  IL 
(Rockford,  IL),  Trumbull  County,  OH 
(Warren,  OH);  Sub-No.  452,  St.  Louis, 
MO  and  Cape  Girardeau  County,  MO 
(facilities  near  Cape  Girardeau  and  St. 
Louis,  MO),  Brown  County,  WI  (Green 
Bay,  WI);  Sub-No.  456,  Franklin  County, 
PA  (facilities  near  Greencastle,  PA); 
Sub-No.  457,  Kansas  City,  KS  (facilities 
near  Kansas  City,  KS);  Sub-No.  458, 
Suffolk  County,  MA  (Boston,  MA), 
Mecklenburg  County,  NC  (Charlotte, 
NC),  Whitfield  County,  GA  (Dalton, 

GA),  Kansas  City,  KS  (facilities  near 
Kansas  City,  KS);  Sub-No.  459,  Suffolk 
County,  MA  (facilities  near  Boston, 

MA);  Sub-No.  460,  Ventura  County,  CA 
(Port  Hueneme,  CA);  Sub-No.  461, 
Kansas  City,  KS  (facilities  near  Kansas 
City,  KS);  Sub-No.  463,  Johnson  County, 
KS  (Lenexa,  KS);  Sub-No.  464,  Wayne 
County,  MI  (facilities  near  Detroit,  MI); 
Sub-No.  465,  Grayson  County,  TX 
(facilities  near  Sherman,  TX);  Sub-No. 
466,  Norfolk,  VA  (facilities  near  Norfolk, 


VA),  Boone  County,  IN  (Lebanon,  IN), 
and  Lackawanna  County,  PA  (Scranton, 
PA);  Sub-No.  467,  Albermarle  County, 

VA  (facilities  near  Crozet,  VA),  White 
and  Pope  Counties,  AR  (Searcy  and 
Russellville,  AR);  Sub-No.  468, 

Muscatine  and  Johnson  Counties,  IA 
(facilities  near  Muscatine  and  Iowa  City, 
IA);  Sub-No.  469,  Los  Angeles  County, 

CA  (facilities  near  La  Mirada,  CA), 

Cook  County,  IL  (La  Grange  Park,  IL), 
Essex  County,  MA  (Andover,  MA);  Sub- 
No.  470,  King  William  County,  VA  (West 
Point,  VA);  Sub-No.  471,  Nelson  County, 
KY  (facilities  at  Bardstown,  KY);  Sub- 
No.  472,  Roanoke,  VA  (facilities  near 
Roanoke,  VA);  Sub-No.  478,  Pleasants 
and  Hancock  Counties,  WV  (facilities 
near  St.  Marys  and  Newell,  WV), 
McKean,  Venango  and  Warren 
Counties,  PA  (Bradford,  Emlenton,  and 
North  Warren,  PA),  Erie  and  Niagara 
Counties,  NY  (Buffalo  and  North 
Tonawanda,  NY);  Sub-No.  479,  Wood 
County,  WV  (facilities  near  Parkersburg, 
WV);  Sub-No.  481,  Bernalillo  County, 

NM  (facilities  near  Albuquerque,  NM), 
Potter,  El  Paso,  and  Lubbock  Counties, 
TX  (Amarillo.  El  Paso,  and  Lubbock, 

TX),  Yellowstone  County,  MT  (Billings, 
MT),  Ada  County,  ID  (Boise,  ID),  El 
Paso,  Denver,  Mesa,  and  Pueblo 
Counties,  CO  (Colorado  Springs, 

Denver,  Grand  Junction,  and  Pueblo, 

CO),  Salt  Lake  County,  UT  (Salt  Lake 
City,  UT);  Sub-No.  484,  St.  Louis,  MO 
(facilities  near  St.  Louis,  MO);  Sub-No. 
485,  Los  Angeles  County,  CA  (Long 
Beach  and  Los  Angeles,  CA);  Sub-No. 
488,  Imperial  County,  CA  (Brawley,  CA); 
Sub-No.  496,  Adair  County,  OK 
(Stillwell,  OK);  Sub-No.  499,  DuPage 
County,  IL  (facilities  near  West  Chicago, 
IL);  Sub-No.  501,  Cook  County,  IL 
(facilities  near  Franklin  Park,  IL),  Los 
Angeles  County,  CA  (Los  Angeles,  CA); 
Sub-No.  502,  Eau  Claire  County,  WI 
(facilities  near  Eau  Claire,  WI);  Sub-No. 
503,  Saint  Croix,  Fond  du  Lac, 

Waukesha,  Marinette,  Calumet, 
Shawano,  and  Oconto  Counties,  WI 
(facilities  near  Richmond,  Oakfield, 
Eden,  Sussex,  Coleman,  Chilton, 
Shawano,  and  Gillett,  WI);  Sub-No.  505, 
Dallas  and  Tarrant  Counties,  TX  (Fort 
Worth  and  Dallas,  TX);  Sub-No.  513, 
Anderson  County,  TX  (Palestine,  TX); 
Sub-No.  515,  Carroll,  Crawford,  Hardin, 
Mills,  Polk,  and  Webster  Counties,  IA 
(Carroll,  Denison,  Iowa  Falls,  Sioux 
City,  Des  Moines,  and  Fort  Dodge,  IA), 
Saline,  Douglas,  and  Lancaster  Counties, 
NE  (Crete,  Lincoln,  and  Omaha,  NE); 
Sub-No.  517,  Butte  County,  CA  (Oroville, 
CA);  Nez  Perce  County,  ID  (Lewiston, 
ID);  Sub-No.  519,  Morgan  County,  AL 
(Decatur,  AL),  Grayson  County,  TX 
(Sherman,  TX);  Sub-No.  520,  Sebastian 


County,  AR  (Fort  Smith,  AR).  Nelson 
and  Jefferson  Counties,  KY  (Bardstown 
and  Louisville,  KY),  Orleans  Parish,  LA 
(New  Orleans,  LA),  Will  County,  IL 
(Plainfield,  IL);  Sub-No.  521,  Mercer 
County,  NJ  (Trenton,  NJ),  Delaware 
County,  PA  (Marcus  Hook,  PA);  Sub-No. 
522,  Saline  County,  MO  (Marshall,  MO), 
Douglas  County,  NE  (Omaha,  NE);  Sub- 
No.  523,  Finney  County,  KS  (Garden 
City,  KS),  and  Potter  County,  TX 
(Amarillo,  TX);  Sub-No.  524,  Mobile 
County,  AL  (facilities  near  Mobile,  AL); 
Sub-No.  528,  Freeborn  County,  MN 
(Albert  Lea,  MN),  Linn  County,  IA 
(Cedar  Rapids,  IA);  Sub-No.  529,  Greene 
County,  TN  (Greenville,  TN);  Sub-No. 

530,  Daviess  County,  KY  (Owensboro, 
KY);  Sub-No.  532,  Sedgwick  County,  KS 
(Wichita,  KS);  Sub-No.  534,  Cuyahoga 
County,  OH  (facilities  near  Solon,  OH); 
Sub-No.  535,  Richland  County,  OH 
(facilities  near  Mansfield  and  Shelby, 
OH);  Sub-No.  536,  McKean  County,  PA 
(Port  Allegany,  PA),  Pettis  County,  MO 
(Sedalia,  MO);  Sub-No.  537,  Chautauqua 
County,  NY  (Dunkirk,  NY).  Ashtabula 
County,  OH  (Saybrook,  OH);  and  Sub- 
No.  538,  Comal  County,  TX  (New 
Braunfels,  TX);  (5)  replace  one-way 
service  with  authority  to  provide  radial 
service  between  points  located 
throughout  the  US  wherever  one-way 
sendee  appears  in  each  of  the  above- 
numbered  certificates;  (6)  remove  the 
exclusion  of  AK  and  HI  from  authority 
to  otherwise  serve  points  in  the  US  or  a 
significant  portion  thereof  wherever 
such  exclusion  appears  in  each  of  the 
above-numbered  certificates;  (7)  remove 
the  exclusion  of  cities  from  authority  to 
otherwise  serve  the  entire  state  such  as 
Springfield,  Carthage,  and  Neosho,  MO 
in  Sub-Nos.  7  and  10,  Great  Bend, 
Liberal,  and  Wichita,  KS  in  Sub-No.  97, 
Beaumont  and  Houston,  TX  in  Sub-No. 
97,  Ogden  and  Clearfield,  UT  in  Sub-No. 
133,  Davenport,  Clinton,  and  Council 
Bluffs,  IA  in  Sub-No.  162,  Topeka,  KS  in 
Sub-No.  162,  Kansas  City,  MO  Sub-Nos. 
162  and  249,  Omaha,  Lincoln,  and 
Hastings,  NE  in  Sub-No.  162  and 
Milwaukee,  WI  in  Sub-No.  162,  and  (8) 
remove  restrictions  to  traffic  originating 
at  or  destined  to  named  facilities  or 
points  in  Sub-Nos.  7, 10,  31,  36,  39,  69,  73, 
78,  81,  89,  91,  95,  97.  98, 104, 109,  111,  113, 
119, 124, 130, 133, 144, 151, 155, 156, 165, 
181, 183, 184, 186, 187, 195,  202,  221,  235, 
238,  242,  246,  251,  253,  254,  255,  256,  257, 
263,  265,  266,  267,  284,  287,  293,  303,  308, 
316,  317,  320,  333,  334,  335,  338,  342,  346, 
350,  354,  355,  358,  363,  368,  375,  379,  380, 
381,  383,  385,  387,  395,  396,  397,  405,  406, 
407,  410,  411,  42a  422, 425,  427,  428,  429, 
431,  439,  441,  443,  444,  450,  457,  45a  459. 
464,  467,  46a  481, 484,  502,  503,  520,  521. 
522,  528,  and  534. 
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MC 143512  (Sub-6)X,  filed  May  18, 

1981.  Applicant:  ALL  CORPS,  838 
Hutchison  St.,  Vista,  CA  92083. 
Representative:  Milton  W.  Flack,  8383 
Wilshire  Blvd..  Suite  900,  Beverly  Hills, 
CA  90211.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-Nos.  3F  and  4F 
permits  to  (1)  broaden  its  commodity 
descriptions:  in  Sub-Nos.  3F  and  4F  part 
(1),  from  bakery  goods  and  frozen  bread, 
to  “food  and  related  products”;  and  (2) 
broaden  the  territorial  description  to 
between  points  in  the  United  States, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  a 
named  shipper,  in  both  permits. 

MC  144953  (Sub-ll)X,  filed  May  15, 
1981.  Applicant:  MULLEN  TRUCKING, 
LTD.,  P.O.  Box  8009,  Station  F,  Calgary, 
Alberta,  Canada  T2J  4B4. 

Representative:  Steven  K.  Kuhlman,  717 
17th  Street,  Denver,  CO  80202.  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub- 
Nos.  1,  4,  5,  6,  and  8  certificates  to  (1) 
broaden  the  commodity  descriptions 
from  bentonite,  barite,  lignite,  and 
drilling  mud  additives  to  “ores  and 
minerals,  coal  and  coal  products,  and 
chemicals  and  related  products”  in  Sub- 
Nos.  1  and  6;  from  railroad  ties,  lumber 
and  wood  products,  roofing  materials, 
and  fibreboard  sheathing  to  “forest 
products,  lumber  and  wood  products, 
and  building  materials”  in  Sub-Nos.  4,  5, 
and  8;  (2)  delete  the  restrictions  against 
the  transportation  of  bulk  commodities 
in  Sub-Nos.  1  and  6,  and  concerning  the 
transportation  of  traffic  moving  in 
foreign  commerce  in  Sub-Nos.  1  and  8; 

(3)  authorize  radial  service  in  lieu  of 
existing  one-way  authority  between  the 
ports  of  entry  on  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  US  and  CN 
in  named  States  and  several  western 
and  mid-western  states  in  Sub-Nos,  1, 4, 
5,  and  8;  and  (4)  delete  the  “in  bulk” 
restrictions  in  Sub-Nos.  1  and  6. 

MC  145468  (Sub-46)X,  filed  May  13, 
1981.  Applicant:  KSS 
TRANSPORTATION  CORP.,  Route  1 
and  Adams  Station,  P.O.  Box  3052, 

North  Brunswick,  NJ  08902. 
Representative:  Arlyn  L.  Westergren, 
Westergren  &  Hauptman,  P.C.,  Suite  201, 
9202  W.  Dodge  Rd.,  Omaha,  NE  68114. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-No.  13F  certificate  to  (1) 
broaden  commodity  description  from 
marshmallows  to  “food  and  related 
products";  and  (2)  replace  one-way 
authority  with  radial  authority  between 
Chicago,  IL  and  points  in  the  U.S.,  and 
eliminate  restrictions  against  service  to 
AK  and  HI. 

MC  146166  (Sub-5)X,  filed  May  18, 
1981.  Applicant:  TRIANGLE 
TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  74  Sulyma 
Street,  Cumberland,  RI 02864. 
Representative:  William  F.  Poole,  41  Bea 


Drive,  North  Kingstown,  RI  02852. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-No.  IF  permit  to  (1)  broaden 
the  commodity  descriptions  from 
cushions,  pads,  webbing,  hammocks, 
grill  covers,  decorations,  and  ornaments, 
materials,  equipment,  supplies,  parts 
and  accessories  to  "textile  mill  products, 
rubber  and  plastic  products,  and 
furniture  and  fixtures”;  (2)  delete  the 
exceptions  of  service  to  AK  and  HI,  and 
(3)  authorize  service  between  points  in 
the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  a  named  shipper. 

MC  146176  (Sub-ll)X,  filed  May  8, 

1981.  Applicant:  J  &  L  TRANSPORTS, 
INC.,  Route  1,  Box  306,  Almond,  WI 
54909.  Representative:  Wayne  W. 

Wilson,  150  East  Gilman  Street, 

Madison,  WI  53703.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub-Nos.  3F, 

5F,  6F,  8F,  and  9F  certificates  to  (1) 
broaden  the  commodity  descriptions  in 
Sub-Nos.  3F  and  5F  from  paper  and 
paper  products  to  “pulp,  paper,  and 
related  products,"  (2)  remove  bulk 
restrictions  in  Sub-Nos.  6F,  8F  and  9F; 

(3)  replace  facilities  with  county-wide 
authority  as  follows:  in  Sub-No.  3F, 
Outagamie,  Winnebago,  and  Calumet 
Counties  for  Appleton  and  Combined 
Locks,  WI;  in  Sub-No.  5F  Outagamie, 
Winnebago,  and  Calumet  Counties  for 
Appleton,  WI;  in  Sub-No.  8F  Winnebago 
County  for  Neenah  and  Oshkosh,  WI; 
and  in  Sub-No.  9F  Winnebago  County 
for  Menasha,  WI;  (4)  remove  restrictions 
in  Sub-Nos.  3F,  5F,  8F  and  9F  limiting 
transportation  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  named  facilities;  and  (5)  in 
all  subs  replace  one  way  with  radial 
authority. 

MC  147013  (Sub-5)X,  filed  May  14, 
1981.  Applicant:  RDL,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  286, 
Gambrills,  MD  21054.  Representative: 
Chester  A.  Zyblut,  366  Executive 
Building,  1030  Fifteenth  St.,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Applicant  seeks 
to  remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub-Nos.  2F 
and  4  certificates  to  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  description  from  canned  and 
preserved  foodstuffs  and  confectionery 
to  “food  and  related  products”  in  each 
certificate;  (2)  eliminate  the  facilities 
limitations  in  Sub-No.  4;  (3)  change  city 
to  county-wide  authority  from 
Timberville  to  Rockingham  County,  VA, 
Martinsburg  to  Berkeley  County,  WV, 
and  Lincolnton  to  Lincoln  County,  NC, 
in  Sub-No.  2F,  and  Hackettstown  to 
Warrent  County,  NJ,  Cockeysvill  to 
Baltimore  County,  MD,  Elizabethtown  to 
Lancaster  County,  PA,  and  Waco  to 
McLennan  County,  TX,  in  Sub-No.  4; 
and  (4)  expand  one-way  to  radial 
authority  between  (a)  Winchester,  VA, 
Rockingham  County,  VA,  Berkeley 
County,  WV,  and  Lincoln  County,  NC, 


and,  points  in  TX,  LA,  AL,  AR,  GA,  OK, 
TN,  MS,  and  FL  in  Sub-No.  2F;  and  (b) 
Warren  County,  NJ,  Chicago,  IL, 
Baltimore  County,  MD,  Lancaster 
County,  PA,  and  McLennan  County,  TX, 
and,  points  in  NJ,  IL,  PA,  LA,  OK,  AR, 

TX,  CA,  OR,  MO,  CO,  OH  and  GA  in 
Sub-No.  4. 

MC  147196  (Sub-14)X,  filed  May  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  ECONOMY 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  50262, 

New  Orleans,  LA  70150.  Representative: 
Donald  A.  Larousse  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-Nos.  2F,  7F,  8F,  9F, 
10F,  11F  amd  12F  permits  to  (1)  broaden 
the  commodity  description  from  paper 
and  paper  products  to  “pulp,  paper  and 
related  products”  in  Sub-Nos.  2F  and  7F; 
from  bread  crumbs,  breading,  batter, 
and  cake  mixes  in  Sub-No.  8F,  non¬ 
alcoholic  carbonated  beverages  in  Sub- 
No.  9F,  and  sugar  in  Sub-No.  11F,  to 
“food  and  related  products";  from 
lignosulfonate  in  Sub-No.  10F  to 
“chemicals  and  related  products”  and 
from  iron  and  steel  pipe,  casings, 
fittings,  and  accessories  in  9ub-No.  12F, 
to  “metal  products”  and  (2)  broaden  the 
territorial  description  to  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
named  shippers. 

MC  149307  (Sub-l)X,  filed  May  13, 
1981.  Applicant:  FREIGHT  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  One  North  LaSalle  Street,  Suite 
2225,  Chicago,  IL  60602.  Representative: 
David  R.  Kugler  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  lead  certificate  by 
removing  facilities  limitations  at  Troy, 
MI  and  Hot  Springs,  AR  and  replacing 
those  base  points  with  county-wide 
authority  to  authorize  service  between 
points  in  Oakland  County  (Troy),  MI 
and  Garland  County  (Hot  Springs),  AR 
and  points  in  the  U.S.  and  by  removing 
the  HI  exception  in  connection  with  its 
authority  to  transport  general 
commodities,  with  exceptions. 

MC  150865  (Sub-6)X,  filed  May  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  ATLANTIC  & 
WESTERN  TRANSPORTATION  CO., 
INC.  and  RICHARDS  &  ASSOCIATES, 
INC.,  3934  Thurman  Road,  Forest  Park, 
GA  30051.  Representative:  Ronald  J. 
Turner  (same  as  applicants).  Applicants 
seek  to  remove  restrictions  in  MC- 
108467  (Sub-No.  1)  permit  to  (1)  broaden 
the  commodity  description  from 
materials  and  equipment  used  in  or  in 
connection  with  the  construction, 
operation,  repair,  maintenance,  or 
dismantling  of  telephones  and  telegraph 
lines  to  “ores  and  minerals,  coal  and 
coal  products,  petroleum,  natural  gas 
and  their  products,  lumber  and  wood 
products,  furniture  and  fixtures, 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  103  /  Friday,  May  29,  1981  /  Notices 


28993 


chemicals  and  related  products,  paints 
and  related  materials,  rubber  and  plastic 
products,  clay,  concrete,  glass,  or  stone 
products,  metal  products,  machinery, 
transportation  equipment,  instruments 
and  photographic  goods,  and  those 
commodities  which  because  of  their  size 
and  weight  require  special  handling  or 
equipment,  and  (2)  broaden  the 
territorial  description  to  between  points 
in  the  United  States. 

| HR  Doc.  81-16130  Filed  5-2-81;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  7035-01-M 


Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  February  9, 1981,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practices,  see  49  CFR  1100.251. 

Special  Rule  251  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  December  31, 1980, 
at  45  FR  86771.  For  compliance 
procedures,  refer  to  the  Federal  Register 
issue  of  December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR 
80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  A  copy  of  any 
application,  including  all  supporting 
evidence,  can  be  obtained  from 
applicant’s  representative  upon  request 
and  payment  to  applicant’s 
representative  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 
application  under  the  governing  section 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
noted,  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
opposition  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
from  date  of  publication,  (or,  if  the 


application  later  becomes  unopposed) 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  full 
effect  only  as  longs  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  compliance.  The 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met,  the 
authority  be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  in  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Note. — All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  cantract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  “under 
contract". 
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Decided:  May  20, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher  and  Williams. 

MC  33807  (Sub-7),  filed  May  6. 1981. 
Applicant:  NASHUA  MOTOR 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  270  Amherst  St., 

Nashua,  NH  03063.  Representative: 

Mary  E.  Kelley,  22  Stearns  Ave., 

Medford,  MA  02155,  (617)  396-4090. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives),  (1) 
serving  points  in  MA  and  NH  as 
intermediate  and  off-route  points  in 
connection  with  carrier’s  existing 
regular  route  operations,  and  (2) 
between  points  in  MA  and  NH,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  RI, 
CT.andVT. 

MC  128927  (Sub-7),  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  MARTIN  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  INC.,  Box  406,  Tomah.  WI 
54660.  Representative:  James  A.  Spiegel, 
Olde  Towne  Office  Part,  6333  Odana 
Rd.,  Madison,  WI  53719,  (608)  273-1003. 
Transporting  malt  beverages,  between 
points  in  Waukesha  County,  WI,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  St. 
Clair  County,  IL,  Vanderburgh  County, 
IN,  Campbell  County,  KY,  and  Saginaw 
County,  MI. 

MC  154607,  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  NIXON  TRANSPORTATION. 
INC.,  206  N.  Hull,  Fort  Branch,  IN  47648. 
Representative:  Norman  A.  Cooper,  145 
W.  Wisconsin  Ave.,  Neenah,  WI  54956, 
(414)  722-2848.  Transporting  general 


commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  the  U.S.. 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Red 
Spot  Paint  &  Varnish  Co.,  Inc.,  of 
Evansville,  IN. 

MC  155577,  filed  May  5, 1981. 

Applicant:  CAMELOT  DISTRIBUTING 
COMPANY,  a  corporation,  400  Fisk  Dr. 
S.W.,  Atlanta.  GA  30336. 

Representative:  Clifford  G.  McGehee  III 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (404)  349- 
7680.  Transporting  pulp,  paper  and 
related  products,  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Sonoco  Products  Co.,  of  Hartsville,  SC. 

MC  155807,  filed  May  5, 1981. 

Applicant:  ELITE  MOVING  & 

STORAGE,  INC.,  11  New  Plant  Court, 
Owings  Mills,  MD  21117. 

Representative:  Robert  J.  Gallagher,  100 
Connecticut  Ave.,  N.W.,  Suite  1200, 
Washington.  DC  20036,  (202)  463-6044. 
Transporting  household  goods,  (1) 
between  points  in  MA,  RI,  CT,  NY,  N). 
PA.  MD.  DE.  VA.  WV,  NC,  SC,  GA,  FL. 
and  DC,  and  (2)  between  points  in  (1) 
above,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  those  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and 
east  of  MN.  IA.  NE,  CO.  OK.  and  TX. 

MC  155817,  filed  May  7, 1981. 
Applicant:  SPATARO  MOVING  & 
STORAGE,  INC.,  1848  No.  4th  St., 
Milwaukee.  WI  53212.  Representative: 
Lawrence  P.  Kahn,  161  W.  Wisconsin 
Ave.,  Suite  5170,  Milwaukee,  WI  53203, 
(414)  271-9958.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  Racine, 
Kenosha,  Milwaukee,  Waukesha,  and 
Ozaukee  Counties,  WI,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Chicago,  IL. 

MC  155837,  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  MARVIN  AND  ROGER 
EINCK,  d.b.a.  EINCK  TRUCKING,  850- 
16th  St.,  Primghar,  IA  51245. 
Representative:  Marvin  Einck  (same 
address  as  applicant).  (712)  757-6225. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products. 
between  points  in  O’Brien  County,  IA, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-150 

Decided:  May  20, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher,  and  Williams. 

MC  136087  (Sub-9),  filed  May  11. 1981. 
Applicant:  J.  C.  TRUCKING.  INC.,  5085 
Harlan,  Denver,  CO  80212. 
Representative:  Leslie  R.  Kehl,  1660 
Lincoln  St.,  Suite  1600,  Denver,  CO 
80264,  (303)  861-4028.  Transporting  iron 
and  steel  articles,  between  points  in  CO, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  CO,  KS,  NM,  MT,  UT,  and  WY. 
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MC  139587  (Sub-26),  filed  May  12, 

1981.  Applicant:  BROWN 
REFRIGERATED  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  603,  Fort  Scott,  KS  66701. 
Representative:  Wilburn  L.  Williamson, 
Suite  615-East,  The  Oil  Center,  2601 
Northwest  Expressway,  Oklahoma  City, 
OK  73112,  (405)  848-7946.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Mid-America  Farms,  Inc.  and  Mid- 
America  Dairymen,  Inc.,  both  of 
Springfield,  MO. 

MC  144377  (Sub-4),  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  FACTORY  &  STEEL 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  Rt.  1,  Box 
66-B,  Waverly,  TN  37186. 

Representative:  Henry  E.  Seaton,  929 
Pennsylvania  Bldg.,  425 13th  St.,  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20004,  (202)  347-8862. 
Transporting  chemicals  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  the  U.S.  in 
and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  CO,  OK,  and 
TX. 

MC  144757  (Sub-8),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant  DAKOTA  PACIFIC 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  412  Oshkosh,  Rapid 
City,  SD  57701.  Representative:  J. 

Maurice  Andren,  1734  Sheridan  Lake 
Rd.,  Rapid  City.  SD  57701,  (605)  343- 
4036.  Transporting  building  materials, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Masonite 
Corp.  of  Bloomington,  MN. 

MC  145557  (Sub-14),  filed  May  11, 

1981.  Applicant:  LIBERTY  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  9182,  Kansas  City,  MO 
64168.  Representative:  Arthur  J.  Cerra, 
2100  CharterBank  Center,  P.O.  Box 
19251,  Kansas  City,  MO  64141,  (816)  842- 
8600.  Transporting  food  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  Seward 
County,  KS,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  149157  (Sub-6),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  STYLE  CRAFT 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Hwy  71  So. 

Milford,  IA  51351.  Representative:  Foster 
L.  Kent.  P.O.  Box  285,  Council  Bluffs,  IA 
51502,  (712)  323-9124.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
home  furnishing  outlets,  between  points 
in  the  U.S,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Nebraska  Furniture  Mart,  Inc.  of 
Omaha,  NE. 

MC  153757,  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  THOMAS  R.  HUSTON,  d.b.a. 
HUSTON  TRUCK  LINE,  RFD  3,  Airport 
Rd.,  Benson,  MN  56215.  Representative: 
Norman  A.  Cooper,  145  W.  Wisconsin 
Ave„  Neenah,  WI  54956,  (414)  722-2848. 
Transporting  (1)  machinery,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contracts)  with  Davis  Equipment 
Company,  of  Des  Moines,  LA;  Stevens 
County  Implement,  of  Morris,  MN;  Ag 
Systems,  Inc.,  of  Hutchinson,  MN;  and 


Bertas,  Inc.;  Jacobson-Peterson,  Inc.; 
Benson  Machine  Company,  and  Lor-Al 
Corporation,  all  of  Benson,  MN,  and  (2) 
metal  products,  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Dokken  Machine  Works,  of  Benson,  MN. 

MC  155737,  filed  May  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  DONALD  J.  MITRZYK,  d.b.a. 
PAUL  DEE  COMPANY,  2949  Hillcrest 
Rd.,  West  Branch,  MI  48661. 
Representative:  Donald  J.  Mitrzyk  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (517)  345-1588. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  MN,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  MI. 

MC  151747  (Sub-4),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  WALTER  BROTHERS 
TRUCKING,  INCORPORATED.  1266 
North  Franklin  St.,  Chambersburg,  PA 
17201.  Representative:  Christian  V.  Graf, 
407  N.  Front  St.,  Harrisburg,  PA  17101, 
(717)  236-9318.  Transporting  food  and 
related  products,  between  points  in 
Cumberland  County,  PA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  NY 
and  NJ. 

MC  155207,  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  TRANS  EAST,  INC.,  R.R.  #4, 
Box  154,  Rockport,  MO  64482. 
Representative:  Arthur  J.  Cerra,  2100 
CharjterBank  Center,  P.O.  Box  19251, 
Kansas  City,  MO  64141  (816)  842-8600. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Armour  and 
Company,  of  Phoenix,  AZ. 

MC  155357,  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  WILLIAM  N.  ECONOMOS  & 
JOSEPH  W.  BUCHALO  d.b.a.  WEB 
TRANSPORT,  1918  West  Devon  Ave., 

Elk  Grove  Village,  IL  60007. 
Representative:  Abraham  A.  Diamond, 

29  South  LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  IL  60603 
(312)  236-0548.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Web 
Services  Ltd.,  of  Elk  Grove  Village,  IL 

MC  155897,  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant*  WILLIAM  S.  GRAY,  1959 
Colfax  St.,  Memphis,  TN  38116. 
Representative:  Dale  Woodall,  900 
Memphis  Bank  Bldg.,  Memphis,  TN 
38103.  Transporting  sand  and  gravel, 
between  points  in  De  Soto  County,  MS, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Shelby,  Fayette,  Hardeman, 
McNairy,  and  Hardin  Counties,  TN. 

MC  155907,  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  MUSTANG  DISTRIBUTING 
COMPANY,  INC.,  23505  Northeast 
Halsey,  Trontdale,  OR  97060. 
Representative:  Robert  L  Cope,  1730  M 
St.,  N.W.,  Suite  501,  Washington,  DC 
20036  (202)  296-2900.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in  the 


U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Seaport  Cooperative,  Inc.,  of  Portland, 

OR. 

MC  155917,  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  THRIFTY  TRANSPORT. 

INC.,  P.O.  Box  2087,  Sebastian,  FL  32958. 
Representative:  Joseph  T.  Bambrick,  Jr., 
P.O.  Box  216,  Douglass ville,  PA  19518 
(215)  385-6086.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  Camden 
County,  NJ,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  DE,  MD,  NJ,  NY,  PA,  and 
DC. 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-151 

Decided:  May  20, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher  and  Williams. 

MC  133937  (Sub-36),  filed  May  11, 

1981.  Applicant:  CAROLINA  CARTAGE 
CO.,  INC.,  1638  E.  Vesta  Ave.,.  College 
Park,  GA  30337.  Representative:  Zoe 
Ann  Page,  Suite  2373,  One  World  Trade 
Center.  New  York,  NY  10048  (212)  432- 
0940.  Transporting  such  commodities  as 
are  dealt  in  or  used  by  mail  order 
houses  and  department  stores,  between 
Los  Angeles,  Ontario,  San  Diego  and 
San  Francisco,  CA,  Chicago,  IL  New 
Orleans,  LA.  Baltimore,  MD,  Boston, 

MA,  Detroit  MI,  Kansas  City  and  St. 
Louis,  MO,  Cincinnati,  Cleveland, 
Columbus  and  Dayton,  OH,  Portland, 

OR,  Dallas,  Fort  Worth  and  Houston, 

TX,  Milwaukee,  WI,  New  York,  NY,  and 
points  in  Washoe  County,  NV,  King 
County,  WA,  Hudson,  Bergen,  Essex, 
Union,  Passaic,  Morris,  Somerset  and 
Middlesex  Counties,  NJ,  and  points  in 
Al.  FL  GA,  MS,  NC,  SC,  TN  and  DC. 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  tack  to  its 
existing  authority. 

MC  146927  (Sub-25),  filed  May  11, 

1981.  Applicant  DIXIE  TRANSPORT. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1126,  Hattiesburg,  MS 
39401.  Representative:  William  P. 
Jackson,  Jr.,  3426  N.  Washington  Blvd.. 
P.O.  Box  1240,  Arlington,  VA  22210  (703) 
525-4050.  Transporting  food  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  Assumption 
Parish,  LA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  points  in  and  east  of  ND, 

SD,  NE,  KS.  OK  and  TX. 

MC  147547  (Sub-16),  filed  May  11, 

1981.  Applicant:  R  &  D  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  INC.,  4401  Mars  Hill  Rd.. 
Lauderdale  Industrial  Pk„  Florence,  AL 
35630.  Representative:  Roland  M. 

Lowell,  618  United  American  Bank  Bldg., 
Nashville.  TN  37217  (615)  244-8101. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  the  facilities  of  Uvalde  Rock 
Asphalt  Company,  at  points  in  the  U.S., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 
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MC  147747  (Sub-1),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  A.L.  MILICAN  d.b.a.  ROYAL 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  387, 
West  Point,  MS  39773.  Representative: 
Harold  H.  Mitchell,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  1295, 
Greenville,  MS  38701  (601)  335-3576. 
Transporting  (1)  clay,  concrete,  glass 
and  stone  products,  (2)  metal  products 
and  (3)  machinery,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  The  Babcock  &  Wilcox  Company  of 
Barberton,  OH. 

MC  148007  (Sub-2),  filed  May  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  RAPID  HOLDING  LTD.  d.b.a. 
RAPID  TRANSFER.  P.O.  Box  518, 

Oliver,  B.C.,  Canada  VOH  ITO. 
Representative:  David  W.  Wiley,  1100 
Norton  Bldg.,  Seattle,  WA  98104  (206) 
622-4067.  In  foreign  commerce  only, 
transporting  (1)  lumber  and  wood 
products,  (2)  building  materials  and  (3) 
machinery,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Lignum  Sales  Ltd.,  of  Vancouver,  B.C., 
Cascade  Imperial  Mills  Ltd.,  of  Burnaby, 
B.C.  and  Weyerhaeuser  Company  of 
Tacoma,  WA. 

Volume  No.  OPY-4-154 

Decided:  May  22, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher  and  Williams. 

MC  151916  (Sub-2),  filed  May  15, 1981. 
Applicant:  BARON  TRANSPORT,  INC.. 
One  Perimeter  Way,  Suite  455,  Atlanta, 
GA  30339.  Representative:  Eugene  D. 
Anderson,  910  Seventeenth  St.,  NW, 
Suite  428,  Washington,  DC  20006  (202) 
296-2550.  Transporting  (1)  pulp,  paper 
and  related  products,  and  (2)  clay, 
concrete,  glass  or  stone  products, 
between  points  in  NY,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL,  AR,  FL, 
GA,  LA,  MS,  NC.  SC,  and  TN. 

MC  152586  (Sub-1),  filed  May  15, 1981. 
Applicant:  REED  MACHINERY  & 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  1105,  712  N.  Farnsworth  Ave., 
Aurora.  IL  60507.  Representative: 
Leslieann  G.  Maxey,  907  S.  Fourth  St., 
Springfield,  IL  62703,  (217)  528-8476. 
Transporting  (1)  machinery  and 
machinery  parts,  and  (2)  metal  products, 
between  points  in  IL,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  IN,  MI,  IA. 
MO.  and  WI. 

MC  155996,  filed  Mav  15, 1981. 
Applicant:  J.  P.  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  E,  Western  Springs,  IL  60558. 
Representative:  Bernard  J.  Kompare,  10 
S.  LaSalle  St.,  Suite  1600,  Chicago,  IL 
60603,  (312)  263-1600.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  of  building  and  sound- 
deadening  materials,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Blobe  Industries,  of  Chicago,  IL. 


Volume  No.  OPY-4-155 

Decided:  May  22, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher  and  William. 

MC  42487  (Sub-1041),  filed  May  11. 

1981.  Applicant:  CONSOLIDATED 
FREIGHTWAYS  CORPORATION  OF 
DELAWARE,  175  Linfield  Dr.,  Menlo 
Park,  CA  94025.  Representative:  W.  R. 
Oldenburg,  P.O.  Box  3062,  Portland,  OR 
97208,  (503)  226-4692.  Transporting 
general  commodities,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Union  Carbide  Corporation,  of  New 
York,  N.Y.  Condition:  To  the  extent  the 
permit  granted  in  this  proceeding 
authorizes  the  transportation  of  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  it  shall  be  limited  in 
point  of  time  to  a  period  expiring  5  years 
from  its  date  of  issue. 

MC  103937  (Sub-9),  filed  May  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  ANTHRA  TRANS,  INC.,  R.D. 
No.  3,  Moscow,  PA  18444. 

Representative:  Ronald  N.  Cobert,  1730 
M  St.,  NW.,  Suite  501,  Washington,  DC 
20036,  (202)  296-2900.  Transporting 
general  commodities,  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Scrapco,  Inc.,  of  West  Haven,  CT. 

MC  114177  (Sub-4),  filed  May  14, 1981. 
Applicant:  CONSOLIDATED  DUMP 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  3220 
E.  95th  St.,  Chicago,  IL  60617. 
Representative:  Joseph  P.  Murdock,  P.O. 
Box  40248,  Indianapolis,  IN  46240,  (317) 
846-6655.  Transporting  (1)  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  (2)  chemicals  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  IL,  IN,  MI. 

IA,  WI.  and  MO. 

MC  128837  (Sub-37),  filed  May  14, 

1981.  Applicant:  TRUCKING  SERVICE. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  229,  Carlinville,  IL  62626. 
Representative:  Michael  W.  O’Hara,  300 
Reisch  Bldg.,  Springfield,  IL  62626,  (217) 
544-5468.  Transporting  brick  and 
cement,  between  points  in  AL,  AR.  GA, 
IA,  IL,  IN.  KS.  MO.  MS.  NE,  NC,  OH. 

OK,  PA.  and  TN. 

MC  136077  (Sub-30),  filed  May  15. 

1981.  Applicant:  REBER 
CORPORATION,  2216  Old  Arch  Rd.. 
Norristown,  PA  19401.  Representative: 
Richard  L.  Thurston,  One  Franklin  Plaza. 
Philadelphia,  PA  19102,  (215)  854-6444. 
Transporting  (1)  gypsum  and  gypsum 
products,  (2)  building  materials,  (3) 
paper  and  paper  products,  (4)  chemicals 
and  (5)  plastic  products,  between  the 
facilities  of  Georgia  Pacific  Corporation 
in  and  east  of  OH,  KY,  TN  and  AL. 

MC  149497  (Sub-10),  filed  May  15, 

1981.  Applicant:  HAUPT  CONTRACT 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1023, 
Wausau,  WI  54401.  Representative: 
Robert  A.  Wagman  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (715)  359-2907).  Transporting 


malt  beverages  and  malt  beverage 
products,  between  points  in  IL,  IN,  MI, 
MN,  MO  and  WI. 

MC  153147,  filed  May  15, 1981. 
Applicant:  BAYSIDE  WASTE  HAULING 
&  TRANSFER,  INC.,  d.b.a.  BAYSIDE 
DISPOSAL,  7201  W.  Marginal  Way  SW, 
Seattle,  W A  98101.  Representative:  Jack 
R.  Davis,  1100  IBM  Bldg.,  Seattle,  WA 
98101,  (206)  624-7373.  Transporting 
hazardous  waste,  between  points  in  OR 
and  WA. 

Volume  No.  OPY-5-67 

Decided:  May  20, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  3, 
Members  Krock,  Joyce  and  Dowell. 

MC  41098  (Sub-59),  filed  May  4, 1981. 
Applicant:  GLOBAL  VAN  LINES,  INC., 
One  Global  Way,  Anaheim,  CA  92803. 
Representative:  Alan  F.  Wohlstetter. 

1700  K  St.,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

20006,  (202)  833-8884.  Transporting 
vending  machines,  between  points  in 
the  U.S. 

Note. — The  person  or  persons  who  appear 
to  be  engaged  in  common  control  of  another 
regulated  carrier  must  either  file  an 
application  under  U.S.C.  11343(A)  or  submit 
an  affidavit  indicating  why  such  approval  is 
unnecessary  to  the  Secretary’s  office.  In  order 
to  expedite  issuance  of  any  authority  please 
submit  a  copy  of  the  affidavit  or  proof  of 
filing  the  application(s)  for  common  control  to 
team  5,  Room  6370. 

MC  105269  (Sub-95),  filed  February  18, 
1981.  Published  initially  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  March  20, 1981.  Applicant: 
GRAFF  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC.. 
2110  Lake  St.,  Kalamazoo,  MI  49005. 
Representative:  Edward  Malinzak,  900 
Old  Kent  Bldg.,  Grand  Rapids,  MI  49503. 
616-459-6121.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  the  facilities  of 
Roberts  Consolidated  Industries,  Inc.  at 
points  in  the  U.S.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

Note. — This  application  is  republished  to 
modify  the  authority  as  shown  above. 

MC  109449  (Sub-60),  Filed  May  4. 1981. 
Applicant:  KUJAK  TRANSPORT.  INC.. 
6366  West  6th  St.,  Winona,  MN  55987. 
Representative:  Francis  Cisewski,  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (507)  462-1032. 
Transporting  general  commodities, 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  the  facilities  of  Ralston  Purina 
Company  and  its  subsidiaries,  at  points 
in  the  U.S.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  115078  (Sub-9),  filed  May  4, 1981. 
Applicant:  SINDALL  TRANSPORT. 
INC.,  102  N.  Custer  Ave.,  New  Holland, 
PA  17557.  Representative:  Jeremy  Kahn. 
Suite  733 — Investment  Bldg.,  1511  K  St., 
NW.,  Washington.  DC  20005,  (202)  783- 
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3525.  Transporting  lumber  and  wood 
products,  between  the  ports  of  entry  on 
the  international  boundary  line  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada  at  points 
in  MI,  NY,  VT,  NH,  and  ME,  and  points 
in  ME,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in,  PA,  DE,  MD,  VA,  NY, 

NJ,  WV.  OH,  NC,  SC,  VT,  IN,  ME,  NH, 
MA,  RI,  MI,  IL  and  DC. 

MC  135989  (Sub-23),  filed  May  4, 1981, 
Applicant:  COAST  EXPRESS,  INC., 

14280  Monte  Vista  Ave.,  Chino,  CA 
91710.  Representative:  William  J. 

Lippman,  Steele  Park,  Suite  330,  50 
South  Steele  St.,  Denver,  CO  80209,  (303) 
320-6100.  Transporting  petroleum, 
natural  gas  and  their  products,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Kendall/ Amalie  and 
Sonnebom  Divisions,  Witco  Chemical 
Corporation,  of  Bradford,  PA. 

MC  142059  (Sub-170),  filed  May  7, 

1981.  Applicant:  CARDINAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1230  North  Illinois 
Drive,  Channahon,  IL  60410. 
Representative:  Fred  H.  Daly,  2550  M 
Street  NW„  Suite  475,  Washington,  DC 
20037,  202-293-3204.  Transporting 
electrical  machinery,  equipment  or 
supplies,  between  the  facilities  of 
General  Electric  Company  in  the  U.S., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  143739  (Sub-52),  filed  May  4, 1981. 
Applicant:  SHURSON  TRUCKING  CO., 
INC.  P.O.  Box  147,  New  Richland,  MN 
56072.  Representative:  Leonard  K. 
Sackson  (same  address  as  applicant), 
(507)  465-3235.  Transporting  food  and 
related  products,  (1)  between  points  in 
Vermilion  and  Peoria  Counties,  IL,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  AL  AR,  IN,  IA,  KS,  KY.  LA,  MN,  MS, 
MO,  ND,  OK.  SD,  TN,  TX,  and  WI;  and 
(2)  between  points  in  Dodge  County,  WI, 
on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other, 
points  in  AL  AR,  IL  IN,  IA,  KS,  KY,  LA, 
MN,  MS,  MO,  ND,  OK,  SD,  TN,  and  TX. 

MC  146078  (Sub-42),  filed  May  4, 1981. 
Applicant:  CAL-ARK,  INC.,  854  Moline, 
P.O.  Box  610,  Malvern,  AR  72104. 
Representative:  John  C.  Everett,  14  E. 
Buchanan,  P.O.  Box  A,  Prairie  Grove, 

AR  72753,  (501)  846-2185.  Transporting 
furniture  parts,  metal  products,  and 
paper  products,  between  points  in  MO, 
KY,  TX,  OK.  AZ,  CO,  IL,  MA,  MN,  GA. 
CA,  OH,  FL  TN,  AL  LA,  UT,  OR,  NJ, 

KS,  MI,  WA,  NC,  AR,  MS  and  WI,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC  146149  (Sub-21),  filed  May  8. 1981. 
Applicant:  KENNEDY  FREIGHT  LINES, 
INC.,  4989  Vulcan  Ave.,  Columbus,  OH 
43228.  Representative:  Paul  F.  Beery,  275 
E.  State  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215,  614- 
228-8575.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 


explosives),  between  the  facilities  used 
by  Ralston  Purina  Company  and  its 
subsidiaries  in  the  U.S.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  146419  (Sub-3),  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  SCHWANEBECK  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  Box  342  C,  Rural  Route  #3, 
Mauston,  WI  53948.  Representative: 
Wayne  W.  Wilson,  150  East  Gilman  St., 
Madison,  WI  53703,  (608)  256-7444. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Sanna,  a 
Subsidiary  of  Beatrice  Foods  Company, 
of  Chicago,  IL 

MC  146608  (Sub-2),  filed  May  4, 1981. 
Applicant:  BOARD  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  INC.,  Big  Spring,  KY  40106. 
Representative:  Herbert  D.  Liebman, 

P.O.  Box  478,  Frankfort,  KY  40602,  (502) 
875-3493.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
wholesalers  and  retailers  of  building 
materials  and  supplies,  between  points 
in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s), 
with  The  Wickes  Corporation,  of 
Saginaw,  MI. 

MC  146638  (Sub-2),  filed  May  7, 1981. 
Applicant:  CLYDE  HOSTUTLER,  d.b.a. 
CLYDE’S  TRANSFER,  604  Aquarius 
Drive,  Mechanicsville,  VA  23111. 
Representative:  Calvin  F.  Major,  200 
West  Grace  St.,  Richmond,  VA  23220, 
(804)  649-7591.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  used  by  the 
manufacturers  of  precast  and 
prestressed  concrete,  between  points  in 

MD,  and  VA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  DE,  MD,  NC,  PA,  VA, 
and  D.C. 

MC  147948  (Sub-9),  filed  May  7, 1981. 
Applicant:  A.J.  ROSS  ENTERPRISES, 
INC.,  225  Smith  Street,  Keasbey,  NJ 
08832.  Representative:  Morton  E.  Kiel, 
Suite  1832,  2  World  Trade  Center,  New 
York,  NY  10048,  (212)  466-0220. 
Transporting  (1)  construction 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies  and 
(2)  metal  products,  between  points  in  NJ, 
NY,  PA  and  CT,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  MA.  RI,  CT,  NY, 
NJ,  PA,  MD,  DE,  VA,  OH.  WV,  IN,  IL 

ME,  NH,  VT,  KY,  TN,  AL  NC,  SC,  GA, 
FL,  MI,  WI.  MS,  and  DC. 

MC  149269  (Sub-2),  filed  May  7, 1381. 
Applicant:  PALMER  INDUSTRIES,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  839,  Macon,  GA  31202. 
Representative:  Virgil  H.  Smith,  Suite  12, 
1587  Phoenix  Blvd.,  Atlanta,  GA  30349, 
(404)  996-6266.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
the  manufacturers  and  distributors  of 
malt  beverages,  between  points  in 
Houston  County,  GA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL  AR,  OH, 
MS,  and  TN. 
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MC  150189  (Sub-3),  filed  May  7, 1981. 
Applicant:  R.G.  BERRY.  Box  8 
Shawneetown,  IL  62984.  Representative: 
Robert  T.  Lawley,  300  Reisch  Bldg. 
Springfield,  IL  62701,  (217)  544-5468. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  Madison  County,  IL, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AL  FL  GA,  NC,  SC,  and  TN. 

MC  150339  (Sub-29),  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  PIONEER 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEMS,  INC., 

151  Easton  Blvd.  Preston,  MD  21655. 
Representative:  J.  Cody  Quinton,  Jr. 

(same  address  as  applicant)  (301)  673- 
7151  Transporting  metal  products, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Defiance 
Welding  Co.,  of  Defiance,  OH. 

MC  150618  (Sub-1),  filed  April  20, 

1981.  Applicant:  AVION  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  43  East  Hollis  St.,  Nashua,  NH 
03060.  Representative:  Robert  G.  Parks, 

20  Walnut  St.,  Ste.  101,  Wellesley  Hills, 
MA  02181,  (617)  235-5571.  Transporting 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  the  manufacturers  and 
distributors  of  plastic  articles,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Composite  Container 
Corporation,  of  Medford,  MA. 

MC  150898  (Sub-53),  filed  May  7, 1981. 
Applicant:  LOUIS  J.  KENNEDY 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  342  Schuyler 
Ave.,  Kearney,  NJ  07032.  Representative: 
Morton  E.  Kiel,  Suite  1832,  Two  World 
Trade  Center,  New  York,  NY  10048, 

(212)  466-0220.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives)  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  W.  R. 
Grace  &  Co.,  of  Cambridge,  MA. 

MC  152789,  filed  May  4, 1981. 
Applicant:  S.  R.  MEROLA,  d.b.a. 
MEROLA  ENTERPRISES,  51  Bay  Harbor 
Blvd.,  Bricktown,  NJ  08723. 
Representative:  Paul  J.  Keeler,  P.O.  Box 
253,  South  Plainfield,  NJ  07080,  (201) 
757-3478.  Transporting  hazardous  waste 
materials,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Browning-Ferris  Industries,  Inc.,  of 
Elizabeth,  NJ. 

MC  155059,  filed  May  1, 1981. 
Applicant:  ZIP  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  337,  Moses  Lake,  WA  98837. 
Representative:  Boyd  Hartman,  P.O.  Box 
3641,  Bellevue,  WA  98009,  (206)  453- 
0312.  Transporting  (1)  ores  and  minerals, 
and  (2)  machinery,  (a)  between  the  ports 
of  entry  on  the  international  boundary 
line  between  the  United  States  and 
Canada,  at  points  in  WA  and  ID,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Shoshone  County,  ID,  and  Pierce 
County,  WA,  and  (b)  between  points  in 
Pershing  County,  NV,  on  the  one  hand, 
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and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Shoshone 
County,  ID,  Pierce  County,  WA, 
Multnomah  County,  OR,  and  Salt  Lake 
County,  UT. 

MC  155818,  filed  May  7, 1981. 

Applicant:  LOYD  SHORES  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  INC.,  Route  1,  Box  532, 
Baxter,  TN  38544.  Representative: 
Michael  E.  Clift,  46  North  Jefferson  Ave., 
Cookeville,  TN  38501,  615-526-3311. 
Transporting  (1)  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  Putnam  County,  TN, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AL,  FL,  GA,  IN,  KS,  KY.  MI, 

MS,  OH,  OK,  PA,  TX,  and  VA,  and  (2) 
lumber  and  wood  products,  between 
poiilts  in  TN  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AL,  AR,  FL,  GA,  IL, 
IN,  IA,  KS,  KY,  LA.  MI,  MS,  MO,  NE. 

NC,  OH.  OK.  PA,  SC.  TN,  TX,  VA  and 
WV. 

MC  155819,  filed  May  8. 1981. 
Applicant:  R.C.L.  TRUCKLINE.  INC.,  104 
Arlette  Drive,  Lafayette,  LA  70503. 
Representative:  Gene  Fournier  (same 
address  as  applicant),  318-984-3785. 
Transporting  Mercer  commodities 
between  points  in  TX,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  LA  and  OK. 

Volume  No.  OPY-5-68 

Decided:  May  21, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  3, 
Members  Krock,  Joyce,  and  Dowell. 

MC  5888  (Sub-60),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  MID-AMERICAN  LINES, 

INC.,  127  West  10th  St.,  Kansas  City, 

MO  64105.  Representative:  Carl  L. 
Steiner,  39  South  LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  IL 
60603,  312-236-9375.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in  IA, 
IL,  IN.  KS,  KY,  MI,  MN,  MO,  OH  and 
WI. 

MC  12918  (Sub-2),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  ALLAN  S.  KRAFT,  d.b.a. 
KRAFTOURS,  7992  E.  41st  St..  Tulsa,  OK 
74145.  Representative:  Maxwell  A. 
Howell,  1100  Investment  Bldg.,  1511  K 
St.  NW..  Washington,  DC  20005,  202- 
783-7900.  To  operate  as  a  broker,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  rt  Tulsa. 
OK,  arranging  for  the  transportation  by 
motor  vehicle  of  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  special  and  charter 
operations,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  19778  (Sub-117),  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  THE  MILWAUKEE  MOTOR 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY.  10800 
Franklin  Ave.,  Franklin  Park,  IL  60131. 

1  Representative:  Robert  F.  Munsell  (same 
address  as  applicant),  312-860-4878. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Bostrum- 
Warren,  Inc.  of  Seattle,  WA. 


MC  19778  (Sub-118),  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  THE  MILWAUKEE  MOTOR 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY.  10800 
Franklin  Ave.,  Franklin  Park,  IL  60131. 
Representative:  Robert  F.  Munsell  (same 
address  as  applicant),  312-860-4878. 
Transporting  machinery,  between  points 
in  Iowa  County,  IA  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  TX,  OK  and 
AZ. 

MC  19778  (Sub-119),  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  THE  MILWAUKEE  MOTOR 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  10800 
Franklin  Ave.,  Franklin  Park,  IL  60131. 
Representative:  Robert  F.  Munsell  (same 
address  as  applicant),  312-860-4878. 
Transporting  machinery,  between  points 
in  Iowa  County,  IA  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  MT. 

MC  78118  (Sub-60),  filed  May  11. 1981. 
Applicant:  W.  H.  JOHNS.  INC.,  35 
Witmer  Rd.,  Lancaster.  PA  17602. 
Representative:  Christian  V.  Graf,  407  N. 
Front  St.,  Harrisburg,  PA  17101,  717-230- 
9318.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Sonoco 
Products  Company  of  Hartsville,  SC. 

MC  85788  (Sub-12),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  JACOBSEN  TRANSFER. 

INC.,  P.O.  Box  47,  Fairmont,  NE  68354. 
Representative:  Bradford  E.  Kistler,  P.O. 
Box  82028,  Lincoln,  NE  68501,  402-475- 
6761.  Transporting  food  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  San  Mateo 
County,  CA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east 
of  MT,  WY,  UT.  and  NM. 

MC  98658  (Sub-9),  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  DONALD  L  KERBS,  d.b.a.  C 
&  R  TRUCK  LINE,  400  North  Seventh  St.. 
Salina,  KS  67401.  Representative: 

Donald  L.  Kerbs  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (913)  825-1345.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives)  serving  Delavan,  KS 
as  an  off-route  point  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  otherwise  authorized  regular 
route  operations. 

MC  106748  (Sub-15),  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  GODDARD’S 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  Route  4A. 
Fair  Haven,  VT  05743.  Representative: 
John  P.  Monte,  Box  568,  Barre,  VT  05641, 
(802)  476-6671.  Transporting  chemicals 
and  related  products,  between  points  in 
Fairfield  County.  GT,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Rutland 
County,  VT. 

MC  110878  (Sub-49),  filed  May  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  ARGO  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  955, 
Elberton,  GA  30635.  Representative:  Sol 
H.  Proctor,  1101  Blackstone  Bldg., 
Jacksonville.  FL  32202,  (904)  632-2300. 
Transporting  building  materials. 


between  points  in  Elbert  County,  GA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S. 

MC  112989  (Sub-144),  filed  May  11. 

1981.  Applicant:  WEST  COAST  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  85647  Hwy  99  S.,  Eugene. 

OR  97405.  Representative:  John  T. 
Morgans  (same  address  as  applicant), 
(503)  747-1283.  Transporting  rubber  and  . 
plastic  products,  between  points  in 
Snohomish  County,  WA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Carson  City, 

NV. 

MC  113658  (Sub-53),  filed  May  11. 

1981.  Applicant:  SCOTT  TRUCK  LINE, 
INC.,  5280  Newport  St.,  Commerce  City, 
CO  80022.  Representative:  Rick  A.  Rude. 
Suite  611, 1730  Rhode  Island  Ave.,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20036,  (202)  223-5900. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  Jefferson  County,  CO, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  TN,  LA,  and  MS. 

MC  135989  (Sub-25),  filed  May  12, 

1981.  Applicant:  COAST  EXPRESS. 

INC.,  14280  Monte  Vista  Ave.,  Chino, 

CA  91710.  Representative:  William  J. 
Lippman,  Steele  Park,  Suite  330,  50 
South  Steele  St.,  Denver,  CO  80209,  303- 
320-6100.  Transporting  building 
materials,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Phillips  Industries,  Inc.  of  Cucamonga, 
CA. 

MC  135989  (Sub-26),  filed  May  12, 

1981.  Applicant:  COAST  EXPRESS, 

INC.,  14280  Monte  Vista  Ave.,  Chino, 

CA  91710.  Representative:  William  J. 
Lippman,  Steele  Park,  Suite  330,  50 
South  Steele  St.,  Denver,  CO  80209,  303- 
320-6100.  Transporting  textile  mill 
products,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 
Under  continuing  contract(s)  with  TFI, 
Division  of  Kas  Tex  Corp.,  of  Los 
Angeles,  CA. 

MC  138469  (Sub-273),  filed  May  11. 
1981.  Applicant:  DONCO  CARRIERS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  75354,  Oklahoma  City, 

OK  73147.  Representative:  Daniel  O. 
Hands,  Suite  200-A,  205  West  Touhy 
Ave.,  Park  Ridge,  IL  60068,  312-698-2235. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  the  facilities  used  by  The 
Kroger  Co.,  at  points  in  the  U.S.  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC  141369  (Sub-8),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  V.  I.  P.  LIMOUSINE,  INC.,  11 
Brownhouse  Rd.,  Stamford,  CT  06902. 
Representative:  Alan  F.  Wohlstetter, 
1700  K  St.  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20006, 
202-833-6884.  Transporting  passengers 
and  their  baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle 
with  passengers,  in  special  and  charter 
operations,  in  non-scheduled  door-to- 
door  service,  limited  to  the 
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transportation  of  not  more  than  15 
passengers  (not  including  the  driver)  in 
any  one  vehicle  at  any  one  time 
between  points  in  CT,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  MA,  NJ,  NY, 
PA  and  RI. 

MC  142059  (Sub-172),  filed  May  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  CARDINAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  911,  Joliet, 
IL  60434.  Representative:  Jack  Riley 
(same  address  as  applicant)  815-729- 
3805.  Transporting  (1)  pulp  paper  and 
related  products,  (2)  forest  products,  (3) 
lumber  and  wood  products,  (4)  building 
materials,  between  the  facilities  of 
Champion  International  Corp.  at  points 
in  the  U.S.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  144428  (Sub-14),  filed  May  5, 1981. 
Applicant:  TRUCKADYNE  INC.,  Route 
16,  P.O.  Box  308,  Mendon,  MA  01756. 
Representative:  Joseph  A.  Reed  (same 
address  as  applicant)  1-800-982-4723. 
Transporting  (1)  petroleum,  natural  gas 
and  their  products,  (2)  coal  and  coal 
products,  and  (3)  clay,  concrete,  glass 
and  stone  products,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.  under  continuing  contract(s)  - 
with  Dry  Mix  Concrete  Co.,  of  Franklin 
Park,  IL. 

MC  146148  (Sub-19),  filed  May  11, 

1981.  Applicant:  B-RIGHT  TRUCKING 
CO..  7087  West  Blvd.,  Suite  8, 
Youngstown,  OH  44512.  Representative: 
A.  Charles  Tell,  100  E.  Broad  St., 
Columbus,  OH  43215,  614-228-1541. 

Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
grocery  and  food  business  houses, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Brothers 
Trading  Co.,  of  Dayton,  OH,  and  Wilco 
Trading  Co.,  Inc.,  of  Lakewood,  NJ. 

MC  146659  (Sub-7),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  GOLDSTON  TRANSFER, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1059,  Eden,  NC  27288. 
Representative:  Archie  W.  Andrews 
(same  address  as  applicant),  919-627- 
7115.  Transporting  malt  beverages 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of 
TX,  OK.  MO,  IA.  and  MN. 

MC  147169  (Sub-3),  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  SERVICEWAY  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  243,  Alcoa,  TN 
37701.  Representative:  J.  Greg 
Hardeman,  618  United  American  Bank 
Bldg.,  Nashville.  TN  37219,  (615)  244- 
8100.  Transporting  (1)  pulp,  paper  and 
related  products,  and  (2)  rubber  and 
plastic  products,  between  points  in  TN, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  NC. 

MC  147228  (Sub-4),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  ROBERT  D.  BOWHAY  d.b.a. 
BOWHAY  TRUCK  LINE,  P.O.  Box  150, 
Summerfield,  KS  66541.  Representative: 
Larry  E.  Gregg,  641  Harrison  Street,  P.O. 
Box  1979,  Topeka,  KS  66601, 913-234- 


0565.  Transporting  chemicals  and 
related  products,  between  points  in 
Gage  County,  NE,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  CO,  IA,  KS,  MN, 
MO,  ND,  OK,  and  SD. 

MC  147279  (Sub-3),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  LEROY  O.  SALO  d.b.a. 

SALO  TRUCKING,  Route  1,  Box  49. 
Gilbert,  MN  55741.  Representative: 
Stanley  C.  Olsen,  Jr.,  5200  Willson  Rd., 
Suite  307,  Minneapolis,  MN  55424,  612- 
927-8855.  Transporting  (1)  food  and 
related  products,  between  points  in  St. 
Louis  County,  MN,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Omaha,  NE,  St.  Louis,  MO, 
and  points  in  IL  and  WI,  and  (2)  metal 
products  and  machinery,  between 
points  in  St.  Louis  County,  MN,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC  151428  (Sub-3),  filed  May  11. 1981. 
Applicant:  J  &  H  TRUCKING,  INC., 

12425  Telephone,  Chino,  CA  91710. 
Representative:  Miles  L.  Kavaller,  315 
So.  Beverly  Dr.,  Suite  315,  Beverly  Hills, 
CA  90212,  (213)  277-2323.  Transporting 
food  and  related  products,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contract^)  with  Best  Western,  Inc.,  of 
Los  Angeles,  CA. 

MC  151819  (Sub-3),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  CARGO  MASTERS,  INC.,  917 
S.  Harwood  St.,  Dallas,  TX  75201. 
Representative:  Jackson  Salasky,  P.O. 
Box  45538,  Dallas,  TX  75245,  (214)  358- 
3341.  Transporting  pulp,  paper  and 
related  products,  between  Dallas,  TX, 
and  points  in  Lafourche  Parish,  LA,  and 
McMinn  County,  TN,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  154969,  filed  April  17, 1981. 
Applicant:  WILLIAM  S.  LEE,  d.b.a. 
WILLIAM  S.  LEE  TRUCKING,  Rt.  10, 

Box  249,  McMinnville,  TN  37110. 
Representative:  Robert  L.  Baker,  Sixth 
floor — United  American  Bank, 

Nashville,  TN  37219,  (615)  244-6100. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  grocery  stores,  between 
points  in  Davidson  and  Rutherford 
Counties,  TN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east 
of  ND,  SD.  NE.  KS,  OK,  and  TX. 

MC  155478,  filed  May  4, 1981. 
Applicant:  R.  A.  MONCADA,  d.b.a.  LOS 
ANGELES-TIJUANA  EXPRESS,  421 
South  Mesita  Ave.,  West  Covina,  CA 
91791.  Representative:  William  J. 
Monheim,  P.O.  Box  1756,  Whittier,  CA 
90609,  (213)  945-2745.  Over  regular 
routes,  transporting  passengers  and 
their  baggage,  between  Los  Angeles, 

CA,  and  the  port  of  entry  between  the 
United  States  and  the  Republic  of 
Mexico  at  or  near  San  Ysidro,  CA,  from 
Los  Angeles  over  Interstate  Hwy  5  to 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  805  north  of  San 
Diego,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  805  to 


junction  Interstate  Hwy  5  near  San 
Ysidro,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  5  to  the 
port  of  entry  between  the  United  States 
and  the  Republic  of  Mexico  at  or  near 
San  Ysidro,  CA,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  intermediate  and  off 
route  points  beginning  at  the 
intersection  of  the  Los  Angeles- 
Alhambra  city  limits  at  or  near 
Interstate  Hwy  10  and  extending  north 
along  the  Los  Angeles-Alhambra  city 
limits  to  Main  Street,  then  easterly  on 
Main  Street  to  junction  CA  Hwy  19,  then 
southerly  on  CA  Hwy  19  to  junction 
Florence  Avenue,  then  westerly  on 
Florence  Avenue  to  the  Los  Angeles  city 
limits,  then  northerly  and  easterly  along 
the  Los  Angeles  city  limits  to  the  point 
of  beginning. 

MC  155808,  filed  May  7, 1981. 
Applicant:  DISTRIBUTION 
TECHNOLOGY,  INC.,  d.b.a.  PDC 
TRUCKING  COMPANY  AND 
SHENANDOAH  DISTRIBUTION 
CENTERS  TRUCKING  COMPANY, 

11425  Granite  St..  Charlotte,  NC  28217. 
Representative:  Kenneth  M.  Colvin 
(same  address  as  applicant),  704-588- 
2867.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  GA,  NC,  SC,  TN  and 
VA. 
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Decided:  May  2, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  3, 
members  Krock,  Joyce  and  Dowell. 

MC  109449  (Sub-62),  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  KUJAK  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
6366  West  6th  Street,  Winona,  MN 
55987.  Representative:  Francis  Cisewski 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (507)  452- 
1032.  Transporting  printed  matter, 
between  points  in  Montgomery  County, 
OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  IL,  IA,  MN,  MO,  NE,  ND,  SD, 
and  WI. 

MC  119099  (Sub-39),  filed  May  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  BJORKLUND 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  First  Ave.,  N.E.  and 
8th  St.,  Buffalo,  MN  55313. 
Representative:  Val  M.  Higgins,  1600 
TGF  Tower,  121  So.  8th  St.,  Minneapolis, 
MN  55402,  (612)  333-1341.  Transporting 
(1)  ores  and  minerals,  and  (2)  chemicals 
and  related  products,  between  points  in 
Reno  County,  KS,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  MN. 

MC  144969  (Sub-34),  filed  May  4, 1981. 
Applicant:  WHEATON  CARTAGE 
COMPANY.  3rd  and  “G”  Sts.,  Millville, 
NJ  08332.  Representative:  Laurence  J. 
DiStefano,  Jr.,  1101  Wheaton  Ave., 
Millville,  NJ  08332,  (609)  825-1400  ext. 
2414.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  the  facilities  of  All  States 
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Warehousing,  Inc.  and  their  customers, 
at  points  in  the  U.S.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  149388  (Sub-7),  filed  May  11, 1981. 
Applicant:  FEPCO  TRUCKING,  INC., 

3458  Moreland  Ave.,  Conley,  GA  30027. 
Representative:  Archie  B.  Culbreth, 

Suite  202,  2200  Century  Parkway, 

Atlanta.  GA  30345,  (404)  321-1765. 
Transporting  pulp,  paper  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  Troup 
County,  GA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  those  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and 
east  of  MN,  IA,  MO,  OK,  and  TX. 

MC  150398  (Sub-4),  filed  May  13, 1981. 
Applicant:  BLUE  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  292,  Canton,  SD  57013.' 
Representative:  Rick  A.  Rude,  Suite  611, 
1730  Rhode  Island,  N.W.,  Washington, 

DC  20036,  202-223-5900.  Transporting 
food  and  related  products,  between 
points  in  Seward  County,  KS,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC  154678  (Sub-1),  filed  May  11. 1981. 
Applicant:  HAYNES  MOTOR  LINES. 
INC.,  8475  Florida  Blvd.,  Baton  Rouge, 

LA  70806.  Representative:  John  A. 
Crawford,  17th  Floor  Deposit  Guaranty 
Plaza,  P.O.  Box  22567,  Jackson,  MS 
39205,  (601)  948-5711.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in  LA 
and  MS. 

MC  155778,  filed  May  4, 1981. 
Applicant:  ALWAYS  TRANSIT,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  514,  Bristol,  IN  46507. 
Representative:  Donald  W.  Smith,  P.O. 
Box  40248,  Indianapolis,  IN  46240,  (317) 
846-6655.  Transporting  transportation 
equipment,  between  points  in  St.  Joseph, 
Elkhart  and  Lagrange  Counties,  IN,  and 
St.  Joseph  and  Cass  Counties,  MI,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC  155809,  filed  May  7, 1981. 
Applicant:  PULLENS,  INC.,  320  North 
Point  Blvd.,  Baltimore,  MD  21214. 
Representative:  Robert  L.  Cope,  1730  M 
St.  NW„  Suite  501,  Washington,  DC 
20036,  (202)  296-2900.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives)  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Parish  Division,  Dana  Corp.,  of  Reading. 
PA. 

MC  155948,  filed  May  14, 1981. 
Applicant:  JOHN  CASSIDY  &  SONS. 
INC.,  7301  NW  36th  Ct.,  Miami,  FL  33147. 
Representative:  Richard  B.  Austin,  320 
Rochester  Bldg.,  8390  NW  53rd  St., 
Miami,  FL  33166,  305-592-0036. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  Broward,  Dade, 


Martin,  Palm  Beach  and  St.  Lucie 
Counties,  FL. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16128  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 
BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


[Volume  No.  426] 

Republications  of  Grants  of  Operating 
Rights;  Authority  Prior  to  Certification 

The  following  grants  of  operating 
rights  authorities  are  republished  by 
order  of  the  Commission  to  indicate  a 
broader  grant  of  authority  over  that 
previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  in  the  proceeding 
must  be  filed  with  the  Commission 
within  30  days  after  the  date  of  this 
Federal  Register  notice.  Such  pleading 
shall  comply  with  Special  Rule  247(e)  of 
the  Commission's  General  Rules  of 
Practice  (49  CFR  1100.247)  addressing 
specifically  the  issue(s)  indicated  as  the 
purpose  for  republication,  and  including 
copies  of  intervenor’s  conflicting 
authorities  and  a  concise  statement  of 
intervenor’s  interest  in  the  proceeding 
setting  forth  in  detail  the  precise  manner 
in  which  it  has  been  prejudiced  by  lack 
of  notice  of  the  authority  granted.  A 
copy  of  the  pleading  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  the  carrier’s 
representative,  or  carrier  if  no 
representative  is  named. 

MC  138144  (Sub-56F)  (republication), 
filed  January  14, 1980,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  April  17, 1980, 
and  republished  this  issue.  Applicant: 
FRED  OLSON  CO.,  INC.,  6022  West 
State  Street,  Milwaukee,  WI 53213. 
Representative:  William  D.  Brejcha,  10 
S.  LaSalle  St.,  Suite  1600,  Chicago,  IL 
60603.  A  decision  of  the  Commission, 
Review  Board  Number  2,  decided  April 
13, 1981,  and  served  April  22, 1981,  finds 
that  the  performance  by  applicant  of  the 
service  described  will  serve  a  useful 
public  purpose,  responsive  to  a  public 
demand  or  need  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  hides  and  pelts,  between 
points  in  CO.  KS,  MN.  MO.  NV.  IA.  IL, 
ND,  and  SD,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  EL,  and  WI;  that 
applicant  is  fit,  willing  and  able  properly 
to  perform  the  granted  service  and  to 
conform  to  statutory  and  administrative 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  this 
republication  is  to  reflect  applicant's 
actual  grant  of  authority. 

MC  138415  (Sub-22)  (republication), 
filed  June  24, 1980,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  August  7, 1980, 


and  republished  this  issue.  Applicant: 
TRAILER  EXPRESS,  INC.,  Box  *327, 
Topeka,  IN  46571.  Representative: 
Michael  M.  Yoder,  Box  #157,  Topeka,  IN 
46571.  A  decision  of  the  Commission, 
Review  Board  Number  3,  decided  April 
1, 1981,  and  served  April  30, 1981,  finds 
that  the  performance  by  applicant  of  the 
service  described  will  serve  a  useful 
public  purpose,  responsive  to  a  public 
demand  or  need  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  mobile  homes  and 
buildings  in  sections,  from  the  facilities 
of  Redman  Homes,  Inc.,  at  Topeka.  IN, 
to  points  in  OH,  WV.  KY.  WI,  MI,  IL, 
MO,  and  PA;  and  (2)  materials  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  mobile  homes,  from 
points  in  GA,  NC,  MN,  and  IA,  to  the 
facilities  in  (1)  above,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  in  (1)  and  (2)  with  Redman 
Homes,  Inc.,  of  Topeka,  IN;  that 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able 
properly  to  perform  the  granted  service 
and  to  conform  to  statutory  and 
administrative  requirements.  The 
purpose  of  this  republication  is  to 
include  buildings  in  sections  in  the 
commodity  description  in  (1)  above. 

By  the  Commission. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-16127  Filed  5-28^1;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  7035-01-M 


[Docket  No.  AB-52  (Sub  14F)] 

Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe  Railway 
Co.— Abandonment— Between 
Williams  and  Grand  Canyon,  AZ; 
Findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  49 
U.S.C.  10903  that  by  a  Certificate  and 
Decision  decided  May  22, 1981,  a 
finding,  which  is  administratively  final, 
was  made  by  the  Commission,  Review 
Board  Number  3,  stating  that,  subject  to 
the  conditions  for  (1)  the  protection  of 
railway  employees  prescribed  by  the 
Commission  in  Oregon  Short  Line  R. 
Co.— Abandonment  Goshen,  360 1.C.C. 
91  (1979);  (2)  the  public  use  condition; 
and  (3)  historic  resources  condition,  the 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity  permit  the  abandonment 
by  the  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe 
Railway  Company  of  a  line  of  railroad 
known  as  the  Grand  Canyon  District  of 
the  Albuquerque  Division,  extending 
from  milepost  0.0  at  Williams  to 
milepost  63.79  at  Grand  Canyon,  all  in 
Coconino  County,  AZ.  A  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity 
permitting  abandonment  was  issued  to 
the  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe 
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Railway  Company.  Since  no 
investigation  was  instituted,  the 
requirement  of  §  1121.38(b)  of  the 
Regulations  that  publication  of  notice  of 
abandonment  decisions  in  the  Federal 
Register  be  made  only  after  such  a 
decision  becomes  administratively  final 
was  waived. 

Upon  receipt  by  the  carrier  of  an 
actual  offer  of  financial  assistance,  the 
carrier  shall  make  available  to  the 
offeror  the  records,  accounts,  appraisals, 
working  papers,  and  other  documents 
used  in  preparing  Exhibit  I  (§  1121.45  of 
the  Regulations).  Such  documents  shall 
be  made  available  during  regular 
business  hours  at  a  time  and  place 
mutually  agreeable  to  the  parties. 

The  offer  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  and  served  concurrently  on 
Santa  Fe  with  copies  to  Ms.  Ellen 
Hanson,  Room  5417,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington, 

DC  20423,  no  later  than  10  days  from 
publication  of  this  Notice.  The  offer,  as 
filed,  shall  contain  information  required 
pursuant  to  §  1121.38(b)(2)  and  (3)  of  the 
Regulations.  If  no  such  offer  is  received, 
the  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  abandonment 
shall  become  effective  30  days  from  the 
service  date  of  the  certificate. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|KR  Doc.  81-16124  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  COO€  7035-0 1-M 


[Docket  No.  AB-18  (Sub-30F)] 

Chesapeake  &  Ohio  Railway  Co.— 
Abandonment— Between  Maiden  and 
Hy  Tower,  in  and  Discontinuance  of 
Service  Over  Erie-Lackawanna 
Railroad  at  Griffith,  IN;  Findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  49 
U.S.C.  10903  that  by  a  decision  decided 
May  21, 1981,  an  administratively  final 
decision  was  made  by  the  Commission, 
Division  2,  Acting  as  an  Appellate 
Division,  that  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity  permit  the  abandonment 
of  a  segment  of  rail  line  known  as  the 
Wabash  Subdivision  between  milepost 
230.95  near  Malden,  IN,  and  milepost 
260.62  at  Hy  Tower,  IN,  a  distance  of 
29.67  miles,  including  .04  mile  of 
trackage  rights  over  property  owned  by 
Thomas  F.  Patton  and  Ralph  S.  Tyler,  )r.. 
Trustees  of  the  property  of  Erie- 
Lackawanna  Railway  Company,  Debtor, 
all  in  Porter  and  Lake  Counties,  IN, 
subject  to  the  conditions  for  the 
protection  of  employees  discussed  in 
Oregon  Short  Line  R.  Co. — 
Abandonment  Goshen,  360 1.C.C.  91 


(1979).  A  certificate  of  abandonment  will 
be  issued  to  the  Chesapeake  and  Ohio 
Railway  Company  based  on  this  finding 
unless  within  15  days  from  the  date  of 
publication,  the  Commission  further 
finds  that: 

(1)  A  financially  responsible  person 
(including  a  government  entity)  has 
offered  financial  assistance  (in  the  form 
of  a  rail  service  continuation  payment) 
to  enable  the  rail  service  involved  to  be 
continued.  The  offer  must  be  filed  with 
the  Commission  and  served 
concurrently  on  the  applicant,  with 
copies  to  Ms.  Ellen  Hanson,  Room  5417, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  DC  20423,  no  later  than  10 
days  from  publication  of  this  Notice;  and 

(2)  It  is  likely  that  such  proffered 
assistance  would: 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such 
line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost  of 
providing  rail  freight  service  on  such 
line,  together  with  a  reasonable  return 
on  the  value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all  or 
any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commisssion  so  Finds,  the 
effectiveness  of  the  certificate  of 
abandonment  will  be  postponed.  An 
offeror  may  request  the  Commission  to 
set  conditions  and  amount  of 
compensation  within  30  days  after  an 
offer  is  made.  If  no  agreement  is  reached 
within  30  days  of  an  offer,  and  no 
request  is  made  on  the  Commission  to 
set  conditions  or  amount  of 
compensation,  a  certificate  of 
abandonment  will  be  effective  on  the 
50th  day  after  this  notice  is  published. 
Upon  notification  to  the  Commission  of 
the  execution  of  an  assistance  of 
acquisition  and  operating  agreement,  the 
Commission  shall  postpone  the 
effectiveness  of  the  certificate  for  such  a 
period  of  time  as  such  an  agreement 
(including  any  extensions  or 
modifications)  is  in  effect.  Information 
and  procedures  regarding  the  financial 
assistance  for  continued  rail  service  or 
the  acquisition  of  the  involved  rail  line 
are  contained  in  49  U.S.C.  10905  (as 
amended  by  the  Staggers  Rail  Act  of 
1980,  Pub.  L.  96-448,  effective  October  1, 
1980).  All  interested  persons  are  advised 
to  follow  the  instructions  contained 
therein  as  well  as  the  instructions 
contained  in  the  above-referenced 
decision. 

Agatha  L  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  81-18121  Kiiudl  8-28-81:  8.45  dm) 

MLLMG  CODE  7035 -01-id 


[Docket  No.  AB-18  (Sub-36F)I 

Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Railway  Co.; 
Abandonment  in  Mason  County,  Ml 
and  Manitowoc  County,  Wl;  Findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  49 
U.S.C.  10903  that  by  a  decision  decided 
May  22, 1981,  a  finding,  which  is 
administratively  final,  was  made  by  the 
Administrative  Law  Judge  stating  that, 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity 
permit  the  abandonment  by  the 
Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Railway 
Company  or  car  ferry  operations 
between  Ludington,  Michigan  and 
Manitowoc,  Wisconsin  and 
abandonment  of  3.56  miles  of  yard  and 
terminal  tracks,  and  one  (1)  slip  used  in 
support  of  the  car  ferry  route  and 
operation  in  Ludington,  Mason  County, 
Michigan.  Abandonment  is  subject  to 
the  conditions  for  the  protection  of 
employees  discussed  in  Oregon  Short 
Line  Railroad  Co. — Abandoment — 
Goshen,  360  I.C.C.  91  (1979).  A 
certificate  of  abandonment  will  be 
issued  to  the  Chesapeake  Ohio  Railway 
Company  based  on  the  above-described 
finding,  30  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice,  unless  within  15  days  from  the 
date  of  publication,  the  Commission 
further  finds: 

(1)  A  financially  responsible  person 
(including  a  government  entity)  has  offered 
financial  assistance  (in  the  form  of  a  rail 
service  continuation  payment)  to  enable  the 
rail  service  involved  to  be  continued.  The 
offer  must  be  filed  with  the  Commission  and 
served  concurrently  on  the  applicant,  with 
copies  to  Mrs.  Ellen  Hanson,  Room  5417, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  DC  20423,  not  later  than  10  days 
from  publication  or  this  Notice;  and 

(2)  It  is  likely  that  such  proffered  assistance 
would: 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such  line 
of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost  of 
providing  rail  freight  service  on  such  line, 
together  with  a  reasonable  return  on  the 
value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all  of  any 
portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the 
issuance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment 
will  be  postponed.  An  offer  may  request 
the  Commission  to  set  conditions  and 
amount  of  compensation  within  30  days 
after  an  offer  is  made.  If  no  agreement  is 
reached  within  30  days  of  any  offer,  and 
no  request  is  make  of  the  Commission  to 
set  conditions  or  amount  of 
compensation,  a  certificate  of 
abandonment  will  be  issued  no  later 
than  50  days  after  notice  is  published. 
Upon  notification  to  the  Commission  of 
the  execution  of  an  assistance  or 
acquisition  and  operating  agreement,  the 
Commission  shall  postpone  the  issuance 
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of  such  a  certificate  for  such  period  of 
time  as  such  an  agreement  (including 
any  extensions  or  modifications)  is  in 
effect.  Information  and  procedures 
regarding  the  financial  assistance  for 
continued  rail  service  or  the  acquisition 
of  the  involved  rail  line  are  contained  in 
49  CFR 1121  as  revised  by  Ex  Parte  No. 
274  (Sub-No.  6),  Abandonment  of 
Railroad  Lines  and  Discontinuance  of 
Service,  45  FR  75144  (November  25, 
1980).  All  interested  persons  are  advised 
to  follow  the  instructions  contained 
therein  as  well  as  the  instructions 
contained  in  the  above-referenced 
decision. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16016  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


[Docket  No.  AB-18  (Sub-35F)} 

Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Railway  Co.; 
Abandonment— Near  South  Haven  and 
Hartford  in  Van  Buren  County,  Ml; 
Findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  49 
U.S.C.  10903  that  by  a  decision  decided 
May  8, 1981,  a  finding,  which  is 
administratively  final,  was  made  by  the 
Administrative  Law  Judge,  stating  that, 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity 
permit  the  abandonment  by  the 
Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Railway 
Company  of  the  portion  of  a  line  of 
railroad  between  Milepost  0.78  at  or 
near  South  Haven  and  Milepost  15.07  at 
or  near  Hartford  in  Van  Buren  County, 
MI,  a  distance  of  14.29  miles. 
Abandonment  is  subject  to  the 
conditions  for  the  protection  of 
employees  discussed  in  Oregon  Short 
Line  Railroad  Co. — Abandonment — 
Goshen,  360 1.C.C.  91  (1979).  A 
certificate  of  abandonment  will  be 
issued  to  the  Chesapeake  and  Ohio 
Railway  Company  based  on  the  above- 
described  finding,  30  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice,  unless  within 
15  days  from  the  date  of  publication,  the 
Commission  further  finds: 

(1)  A  financially  responsible  person 
(including  a  government  entity)  has  offered 
financial  assistance  (in  the  form  of  a  rail 
service  continuation  payment)  to  enable  the 
rail  service  involved  to  be  continued.  The 
offer  must  be  filed  with  the  Commission  and 
served  concurrently  on  the  applicant,  with 
copies  to  Ms.  Ellen  Hanson,  Room  5417, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  DC  20423,  no  later  than  10  days 
from  publication  of  this  Notice;  and 

(2)  It  is  likely  that  such  proffered  assistance 
would: 

(a)  cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such  line 
of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost  of 
providing  rail  freight  service  on  such  line. 


together  with  a  reasonable  return  on  the 
value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all  or  any 
portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the 
issuance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment 
will  be  postponed.  An  offer  may  request 
the  Commission  to  set  conditions  and 
amount  of  compensation  within  30  days 
after  an  offer  is  made.  If  no  agreement  is 
reached  within  30  days  of  any  offer,  and 
no  request  is  made  of  the  Commission  to 
set  conditions  or  amount  of 
compensation,  a  certificate  of 
abandonment  will  be  issued  no  later 
than  50  days  after  notice  is  published. 
Upon  notification  to  the  Commission  of 
the  execution  of  an  assistance  or 
acquisition  and  operating  agreement,  the 
Commission  shall  postpone  the  issuance 
of  such  a  certificate  for  such  period  of 
time  as  such  an  agreement  (including 
any  extensions  or  modifications)  is  in 
effect.  Information  and  procedures 
regarding  the  financial  assistance  for 
continued  rail  service  or  the  acquisition 
of  the  involved  rail  line  are  contained  in 
49  CFR  1121  as  revised  by  Ex  Parte  No. 
274  (Sub-No.  6),  Abandonment  of 
Railroad  Lines  and  Discontinuance  of 
Service,  45  FR  75144  (November  25, 
1980).  All  interested  persons  are  advised 
to  follow  the  instructions  contained 
therein  as  well  as  the  instructions 
contained  in  the  above-referenced 
decision. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-16015  Filed  5-28-81: 845  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  7035-01-M 


Intent  To  Engage  in  Compensated 
Intercorporate  Hauling  Operations 

This  is  to  provide  notice  as  required 
by  49  U.S.C.  10524(b)(1)  that  the  named 
corporations  intend  to  provide  or  use 
compensated  intercorporate  hauling 
operations  as  authorized  in  49  U.S.C. 
10524(b). 

1.  Parent  corporation:  AFG  Industries, 
Inc.,  P.O.  Box  929,  Kingsport.  Tennessee 
37662. 

2.  Wholly-owned  subsidiaries  which 
will  participate  in  the  operations:  New 
Jersey  Float  Glass,  Inc. — a  Delaware 
corporation;  Piedmont  Mining 
Company — a  Tennessee  corporation; 
AFG  International,  Inc. — a  Delaware 
corporation. 

1.  Parent  corporation  and  address  of 
principal  office:  Bemis  Company,  Inc., 
800  Northstar  Center,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55402  (incorporated  in  the  State  of 
Missouri). 

2.  Wholly-owned  subsidiaries  which 
will  participate  in  the  operations,  and 
state  of  incorporation: 


I.  Curwood,  Inc.,  718  High  Street,  New 
London,  Wisconsin  54961,  (incorporated 
in  the  State  of  Delaware). 

II.  Bemis  Specialty  Films  Co.,  a 
Division  of  Bemis  Company,  Inc.,  P.O. 
Box  2968,  Oshkosh,  Wisconsin  54903. 

III.  Custom  Resins,  a  Division  of 
Bemis  Company,  Inc.,  Henderson. 
Kentucky  42420. 

IV.  Flock  Fibers,  Inc.,  North  Walpole, 
New  Hampshire  05101  (incorporated  in 
the  State  of  New  Hampshire). 

V.  Hayssen  Manufacturing  Company, 
Highway  42  North,  Sheboygan, 
Wisconsin  53081  (incorporated  in  the 
State  of  Delaware). 

VI.  Hayssen  Manufacturing  Company. 
Flex-Vac  Division,  788  Bloomfield  Ave., 
Clifton,  New  Jersey  07012  (incorporated 
in  the  State  of  Delaware). 

VII.  Louisiana  Plastics,  Highway  54 
West,  Louisiana,  Missouri  63353 
(incorporated  in  the  State  of  Delaware). 

VIII.  Lustour  Corporation,  19th  and 
Wall  Streets,  Murphysboro,  Illinois 
62966  (incorporated  in  the  State  of 
Delaware). 

IX.  MacKay  Engraving  Company,  a 
division  of  Bemis  Company.  Inc.,  339 
East  Bloom  Street.  Louisville,  Kentucky 
40217. 

X.  Mankato  Corporation,  1301  Third 
Avenue,  Mankato,  Minnesota  56001 
(incorporated  in  the  State  of  Delaware). 

XI.  Perry  Industries,  Inc.,  121  New 
South  Road.  Hicksville,  New  York  11802 
(incorporated  in  the  State  of  Delaware). 

XII.  Perval  Industries,  Inc.,  Plainfield, 
Connecticut  06374  (incorporated  in  the 
State  of  Delaware). 

XIII.  Ross  &  Roberts,  Inc.,  1299  West 
Broad  Street,  Stratford,  Connecticut 
06497  (incorporated  in  the  State  of 
Delaware). 

XIV.  Sackner  Products,  Inc.,  901 
Ottawa  Ave.,  N.W.,  Grand  Rapids, 
Michigan  49503  (incorporated  in  the 
State  of  Delaware). 

XV.  Sackner  Products,  Inc.,  2850  East 
46th  Street,  Los  Angeles,  California 
90058  (incorporated  in  the  State  of 
Delaware). 

XVI.  Sackner  Products,  Inc.,  Route  6. 
Box  178A,  Statesville,  North  Carolina 
28677  (incorporated  in  the  State  of 
Delaware). 

XVII.  Sackner  Products,  Inc.,  220 
Midway  Avenue,  Verona,  Mississippi 
38779  (incorporated  in  the  State  of 
Delaware). 

XVIII.  Western  Litho  Plate  &  Supply 
Company,  3433  Tree  Court  Industrial 
Blvd.,  St.  Louis,  Missouri  63122 
(incorporated  in  the  State  of  Delaware). 

XIX.  Western  Litho  Plate  &  Supply 
Company,  U.S.  69  North,  Jacksonville, 
Texas  75766  (incorporated  in  the  State 
of  Delaware). 
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XX.  Western  Litho  Plate  &  Supply 
Company,  Route  10,  Springfield, 

Missouri  65803  (incorporated  in  the 
State  of  Delaware). 

XXI.  Arnoldware  Rogers,  Inc.,  1200 
Arnoldware  Ave.,  Panama  City,  Florida 
32401  (incorporated  in  the  State  of 
Vermont). 

XXII.  American  Packaging  Machinery 
Company,  a  Division  of  Bemis  Company, 
Inc.,  P.O.  Box  4300, 1163  Glory  St., 
Ashwaubenon,  Wisconsin. 

XXIII.  Gravure  Systems,  a  Division  of 
Bemis  Company,  Inc.,  7435  Empire 
Drive,  Florence,  Kentucky  41042. 

<  1.  Parent  Corporation:  Colonial  Foods, 
Inc.,  400  Broadway,  Freehold,  NJ  07728. 

2.  Wholly-owned  subsidiaries  which 
will  participate  in  the  operations: 
Transport  Enterprises,  Inc.,  400 
Broadway,  Freehold,  NJ  07728  (a 
Delaware  Corporation). 

Eggspress,  Inc.,  400  Broadway,  Freehold, 
NJ  07728  (a  New  Jersey  Corporation). 

1.  Parent  corporation  and  address  of 
principal  office:  Dewitt  Wholesale 
Grocery,  Inc.,  1600  Jamesville  Ave.,  P.O. 
Box  250,  Syracuse,  NY  13205. 

2.  Wholly-owned  subsidiary  which 
will  participate  in  the  operations,  and 
State  of  incorporation:  DWG  Transport, 
Inc.  (New  York). 

1.  Parent  corporation  and  address  of 
principal  offices:  Emhart  Corporation  (a 
Virginia  Corporation),  426  Colt 
Highway,  Farmington,  CT  06032. 

2.  Wholly-owned  subsidiaries  which 
will  participate  in  the  operations,  and 
addresses  of  their  respective  principal 
offices: 

Emhart  Industries,  Inc.  (a  Connecticut 
Corporation),  426  Colt  Highway, 
Farmington,  CT  06032. 

USM  Corporation  (a  New  Jersey 
Corporation),  181  Elliott  Street, 
Beverly,  MA  01915. 

Corbin  Co.  (a  Delaware  Corporation), 
426  Colt  Highway,  Farmington,  CT 
06032. 

Fellows  Corporation  (a  Delaware 
Corporation),  Precision  Park,  North 
Springfield,  VT  05150. 

Mallory  Components  Sales  Corporation 
(a  Delaware  Corporation),  3029  East 
Washington  Street,  Indianapolis,  IN 
46206. 

Notifier  Company  (a  Connecticut 
Corporation),  560  Alaska  Avenue, 
Torrance,  CA  90503. 

Safe  Hardware  Corporation  (a 
Pennsylvania  Corporation),  North 
Plum  &  Elizabeth  Streets,  Lancaster, 
PA  17601. 

Broadview  Chemical  Corporation  (an 
Illinois  Corporation),  2910  South  18th 
Avenue,  Broadview,  IL  60153. 

Warren  Fastener  Corporation  (a 
Michigan  Corporation),  26750  23  Mile 
Road,  Mt.  Clemens,  MI  48043. 


Woodmont  Products,  Inc.  (a 
Pennsylvania  Corporation),  County 
Line  and  New  Roads,  Huntingdon 
Valley,  PA  19006. 

1.  Parent  Corporation:  Fisher 
Scientific  Company,  711  Forbes  Avenue, 
Pittsburgh.  PA  15219. 

2.  Wholly-owned  Subsidiaries  which 
will  Participate: 

Conco  Industries,  Inc.,  West  Haven, 
Connecticut,  Incorporated  in  State  of 
Connecticut. 

Hi-Pure  Chemicals,  Inc.,  Nazareth, 
Pennsylvania,  Incorporated  in  State  of 
Pennsylvania. 

Pfeiffer  Glass,  Inc.,  Rochester,  New 
York,  Incorporated  in  State  of  New 
York.  '  ^ 

Rochester  Scientific  Company,  Inc., 
Rochester,  New  York,  Incorporated  in 
State  of  New  York. 

Fisher  Scientific,  Limited,  Ottawa, 
Canada,  Incorporated  in  Province  of 
Ontario  (Domestic  haulage  in  U.S.  to 
border  points  only). 

1.  Parent  Corporation:  Harvey 
Hubbell,  Incorporated,  584  Derby 
Milford  Road,  Orange,  CT  06477. 

2.  Wholly-owned  subsidiaries  which 
wall  participate  in  the  operations,  and 
addresses  of  their  respective  principal 
offices: 

(a)  The  Ohio  Brass  Company,  380 
North  Main  Street,  Mansfield,  OH  44902. 

(b)  The  Kerite  Company,  49  Day 
Street,  Seymour,  CT  06483. 

(c)  RACO  Inc.,  3902  W.  Sample  Street, 
South  Bend,  IN  46619. 

1.  Parent  corporation  and  address  of 
principal  office:  Hastings  Irrigation  Pipe 
Co.,  East  on  Hwy.  6,  Hastings,  Nebraska 
68901. 

2.  Wholly-owned  subsidiaries  which 
will  participate  in  the  operations,  and 
addresses  of  their  respective  principal 
offices: 

(a)  Hastings  Transportation,  Inc.,  East 
on  Hwy.  6,  Hastings,  Nebraska  68901. 

(b)  Hastings  Pipe  International,  Inc., 
East  on  Hwy.  6,  Hastings,  Nebraska 
68901. 

1.  Parent  corporation  and  address  of 
principal  office:  Liberty  Diversified 
Industries,  Inc.,  5600  North  County  Road 
18,  Minneapolis,  MN  55428. 

2.  Wholly-owned  subsidiaries  which 
will  participate  in  the  operations,  and 
address  of  their  respective  principal 
offices: 

(a)  Liberty  Carton  Company,  5600  N. 
County  Road  18,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55428. 

(b)  Fidelity  Products  Company,  5600 
N.  County  Road  18,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55428. 

(c)  Safco  Products  Company,  5600  N. 
County  Road  18,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55428. 


(d)  Shamrock  Industries,  Inc.,  5600  N. 
County  Road  18,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55428. 

(e)  Valley  Craft,  Inc.,  5600  N.  County 
Road  18,  Minneapolis,  MN  55428. 
Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-18125  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  703S-01-M 


l  No, 37064] 

OKC  Corp.  v.  Missouri-Kansas-Texas 
Railroad  Co.,  et  at. 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

action:  Notice  of  exemption. 

summary:  Exemption  from  the 
application  of  Subtitle  IV  of  Title  49  of 
the  United  States  Code  is  granted  under 
49  U.S.C.  10505  to  permit  waiver  of 
undercharges  on  iron  ore  movements  by 
complainant  between  February  6, 1976 
and  June  11, 1978. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  The  exemption  was 
effective  May  26, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Richard  B.  Felder  or  Jane  F.  Mackall, 
(202)  275-7656. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  By  notice 
published  March  27, 1981  (46  FR 19109), 
the  Commission  sought  comments  on  its 
proposal  to  use  its  exemption  powers 
under  49  U.S.C.  10505  to  permit  waiver 
of  undercharges  on  iron  ore  movements 
by  complainant,  OKC  Corporation, 
between  February  6, 1976  and  June  11, 
1978.  Defendant  railroads  requested  that 
they  be  permitted  to  waive  collection  of 
charges  they  agree  are  unreasonably 
high.  Absent  use  of  section  10505,  this 
relief  would  be  unavailable  because 
market  dominance  (49  U.S.C.  10709)  was 
not  proven. 

In  the  notice,  we  indicated  our  belief 
that  use  of  49  U.S.C.  10505  was 
appropriate  in  the  special  circumstances 
presented.  However,  because  this  was 
the  first  time  our  authority  under  that 
section  has  been  used  in  this  manner, 
the  exemption  was  made  provisional. 
The  exemption  was  to  become  effective 
in  60  days  (May  26, 1981)  unless  we 
issued  an  order  before  that  day  * 
disapproving  the  exemption  in  light  of 
the  filed  comments.  We  issued  no  such 
order. 

No  adverse  comments  were  filed  on 
behalf  of  any  shippers  or  carriers.  The 
Section  of  Enforcement  of  the 
Commission’s  Office  of  Consumer 
Protection  expressed  concern  as  to 
whether  Congress  intended  the 
exemption  authority  to  be  applied 
retroactively.  However,  we  found 
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nothing  in  the  Staggers  Rail  Act  to 
preclude  exemptive  relief  in  these 
limited  special  circumstances. 

As  emphasized  in  the  notice,  the 
carriers  would  not  be  taking  advantage 
of  OKC  or  any  other  shipper  by  not 
assessing  the  published  rate.  In  fact,  the 
shipper  would  be  granted  relief  from 
what  the  parties  consider  to  be  an 
unreasonably  high  rate.  Application  of 
contrary  provisions  in  the  Act  would  be 
an  unreasonable  burden  on  the  parties. 
More  importantly,  the  issue  is  of 
extremely  limited  scope,  and  it  is 
obvious  that  in  this  situation  regulation 
is  not  necessary  to  protect  OKC  from  an 
abuse  of  market  power. 

An  exemption  from  the  application  of 
Subtitle  IV  will  apply  on  OKC  shipments 
moving  from  Cushing,  TX  to  Pryor,  OK 
between  February  5, 1976  and  June  11, 
1978.  Under  the  terms  of  our  notice 
defendants  were  authorized  to  waive 
collection  of  undercharges  after  May  26, 
1981. 

This  decision  will  not  significantly 
affect  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  or  conservation  of  energy 
resources. 

(49  U.S.C.  10505) 

Decided:  May  21, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Acting  Chairman 
Alexis,  Commissioners  Gresham,  Clapp, 
Trantum,  and  Gilliam.  Commissioner 
Gresham  dissented.  Acting  Chairman  Alexis 
and  Commissioner  Gilliam  were  absent  and 
did  not  participate  in  the  disposition  of  this 
proceeding. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-16120  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


[Finance  Docket  No.  29615] 

Mt.  Vernon  Terminal  Railway  Inc.; 
Construction  and  Operation  of  a  Line 
of  Railroad  in  Whatcom  County,  WA 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  (ICC),  Office  of  Policy  and 
Analysis,  Energy  and  Environment 
Branch. 

action:  Notice  of  Intent  to  Prepare  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  in 
accordance  with  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA)  of 
1969,  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission’s  Energy  and  Environment 
Branch,  acting  as  joint  lead  agency  in 
cooperation  with  the  State  of 
Washington  Department  of  Ecology, 
intends  to  prepare  an  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  (EIS)  addressing  the 
proposed  construction  of  a  rail  line  for 
which  Commission  authorization,  is 
required.  The  purpose  of  the  rail  line  is 
to  transport  bulk  commodities  between 


the  port  and  industrial  complex  of 
Cherry  Point  and  an  interconnect  with 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Co.  at 
Sumas,  in  Whatcom  County,  WA. 
Applicant,  the  Mt.  Vernon  Terminal 
Railway  Company  Inc.,  is  giving  initial 
consideration  to  selection  of  its 
proposed  alignment. 

The  EIS  will  identify  and  examine  the 
potential  environmental  impacts  of  the 
rail  line  proposed  by  the  applicant  and 
of  all  feasible  alternative  rail  routes.  The 
potential  impact  area  as  presently 
defined  includes  western  Whatcom  Co. 
from  the  City  of  Bellingham  north  to  the 
Canadian  Border.  Alternatives 
tentatively  identified  include: 

Construction  of  a  completely  new  line 
of  railroad  north  of  the  Nooksack  River 
connecting  Sumas  to  Cherry  Point. 

Construction  of  a  new  line  of  railroad 
paralleling  the  former  Milwaukee  Road 
line  to  a  point  south  of  the  Nooksack 
River  and  then  westerly  to  Cherry  Point. 

Utilization  of  existing  and/or 
abandoned  railroads  to  the  extent 
practicable  coupled  with  segments  of 
rail  rehabilitation  and  new  construction. 

Upon  completion  of  the  Draft  EIS,  its 
availability  will  be  announced  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  local  newspaper,  at 
which  time  public  comments  will  be 
invited. 

The  Energy  and  Environment  Branch’s 
preparation  of  an  EIS  is  preliminary  to 
the  Commission’s  adjudication  process, 
at  which  time  other  substantive  issues 
will  be  addressed.  Additional 
opportunities  for  public  input  are 
anticipated.  Notice  of  such  opportunities 
will  be  provided. 

The  Commission  has  taken  steps  to 
initiate  the  scoping  process  as  defined  in 
the  current  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  (CEQ)  regulations.  Pursuant  to 
this,  a  public  scoping  meeting  will  be 
held  at  7:00  p.m.  on  Tuesday,  June  16/t 
Fisher  Elementary  School,  501  North 
14th  Street,  Lynden,  Washington.  All 
interested  agencies,  organizations,  and 
indivudials  are  invited  to  attend  this 
meeting,  the  purpose  of  which  is  to 
determine  the  scope  of  issues  to  be 
addressed  in  the  EIS,  to  identify  the 
significant  environmental  issues  related 
to  the  proposed  action,  and  to  set  forth 
the  role  of  cooperating  agencies  in  the 
preparation  of  the  EIS. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Paul  S.  Mushovic,  Energy  and 
Environment  Branch,  Room  5380, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  12th 
and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW 


Washington,  D.C.  20423,  Telephone: 
(202)  275-7916. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16013  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  ami 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


(Docket  No.  AB-55  (Sub-50F)] 

Seaboard  Coast  Line  Railroad  Co.— 
Abandonment— Between  Palatka  and 
Interlachen,  FL;  Findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  49 
U.S.C.  10903  that  by  a  Certificate  and 
Decision  decided  May  22, 1981,  a 
finding,  which  is  administratively  final, 
was  made  by  the  Commission,  Review 
Board  Number  3,  stating  that,  subject  to 
the  conditions  for  the  protection  of 
railway  employees  prescribed  by  the 
Commission  in  Oregon  Short  Line  R. 

Co. — Abandonment-+-Goshen,  360 1.C.C. 
91  (1979),  the  present  and  future  public 
convenience  and  necessity  permit  the 
abandonment  by  the  Seaboard  Coast 
Line  Railroad  Company  of  a  portion  of  a 
line  of  railroad  known  as  the  Palatka 
Subdivision  extending  from  railroad 
milepost  AS-701.0  near  Palatka,  FL  to 
milepost  AS-715.4  at  Interlachen,  FL,  a 
distance  of  14.4  miles,  in  Putnam 
County,  FL.  A  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  permitting 
abandonment  was  issued  to  the 
Seaboard  Coast  Line  Railroad  Company. 
Since  no  investigation  was  instituted, 
the  requirement  of  §  1121.38(b)  of  the 
Regulations  that  publication  of  notice  of 
abandonment  decisions  in  the  Federal 
Register  be  made  only  after  such  a 
decision  becomes  administratively  final 
was  waived. 

Upon  receipt  by  the  carrier  of  an 
actual  offer  of  financial  assistance,  the 
carrier  shall  make  available  to  offeror 
the  records,  accounts,  appraisals, 
working  papers,  and  other  documents 
used  in  preparing  Exhibit  I  (§  1121.45  of 
the  Regulations).  Such  documents  shall 
be  made  available  during  regular 
business  hours  at  a  time  and  place 
mutually  agreeable  to  the  parties. 

The  offer  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  and  served  concurrently  on 
SCL,  with  copies  to  Ms.  Ellen  Hanson, 
Room  5417,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  DC  20423,  no 
later  than  10  days  from  publication  of 
this  Notice.  The  offer,  as  filed,  shall 
contain  information  required  pursuant  to 
§  1121.38(b)(2)  and  (3)  of  the 
Regulations.  If  no  such  offer  is  received, 
the  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  abandonment 
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shall  become  effective  30  days  from  the 
service  date  of  the  certificate. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16123  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


[Docket  No.  AB-55  (Sub-45F)] 

Seaboard  Coast  Line  Railroad  Co.— 
Abandonment— Between  Scotland 
Neck  and  Parmele,  NC;  Findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  49 
U.S.C.  10903  that  by  a  decision  decided 
May  11, 1981  a  finding  which  is 
administratively  final,  was  made  by  the 
Commission,  Review  Board  Number  3, 
stating  that  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity  permit  the  abandonment  by 
the  Seaboard  Coast  Line  Railroad 
Company  of  the  portion  of  a  line  of 
railroad  which  extends  from  milepost 
AA-110.50  near  Scotland  Neck,  NC  to 
milepost  AA-134.77  at  Parmele,  NC  in 
Halifax  and  Martin  Counties,  NC,  a  total 
distance  of  24.27  miles,  subject  to  the 
conditions  for  the  protection  of 
employees  discussed  in  Oregon  Short 
Line  R.  Co. — Abandonment— Goshen, 

360 1.C.C.  91  (1979). 

A  certificate  of  abandonment  will  be 
issued  to  Seaboard  Coast  Line  Railroad 
Company  based  on  the  above-described 
finding  of  abandonment,  30  days  after 
publication,  unless  within  15  days  from 
the  date  of  publication,  the  Commission 
further  finds  that: 

(1)  A  financially  responsible  person 
(including  a  government  entity)  has 
offered  financial  assistance  (in  the  form 
of  a  rail  service  continuation  payment) 
to  enable  the  rail  service  involved  to  be 
continued.  The  offer  must  be  filed  with 
the  Commission  and  served 
concurrently  on  the  applicant,  with 
copies  of  Ms.  Ellen  Hanson,  Room  5417, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  DC  20423,  no  later  than  10 
days  from  publication  of  this  notice;  and 

(2)  It  is  likely  that  such  proffered 
assistance  would: 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such 
line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost  of 
providing  rail  freight  service  on  such 
line,  together  with  a  reasonable  return 
on  the  value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all  or 
any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the 
issuance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment 
will  be  postponed.  An  offer  may  request 
the  Commission  to  set  conditions  and 
amount  of  compensation  within  30  days 
after  an  offer  is  made.  If  no  agreement  is 
reached  within  30  days  of  an  offer,  and 
no  request  is  made  on  the  Commission 
to  set  conditions  or  amount  of 


compensation,  a  certificate  of 
abandonment  will  be  issued  no  later 
than  50  days  after  notice  is  published. 
Upon  notification  to  the  Commission  of 
the  execution  of  an  assistance  or 
acquisition  and  operating  agreement,  the 
Commission  shall  postpone  the  issuance 
of  such  a  certificate  for  such  period  of 
time  as  such  an  agreement  (including 
any  extensions  or  modifications)  is  in 
effect.  Information  and  procedures 
regarding  the  financial  assistance  for 
continued  rail  service  or  the  acquisition 
of  the  involved  rail  line  are  contained  in 
49  U.S.C.  10905  (as  amended  by  the 
Staggers  Rail  Act  of  1980,  Pub.  L.  96-448, 
effective  October  1, 1980).  All  interested 
persons  are  advised  to  follow  the 
instructions  contained  therein  as  well  as 
the  instructions  contained  in  the  above- 
referenced  decision. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16122  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


[Section  5b  Application  No.  21] 

Western  Railroads— Agreement; 
Decision 

AGENCY:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

action:  Notice  of  acceptance  of 
implementation  plans. 

summary:  In  a  decision  served  January 
21, 1981  and  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register  January  25, 1981  (46  R  9218)  the 
Commission  ordered  the  rate  bureaus  to 
comply  with  its  decision  by  filing,  by 
March  7, 1981,  amended  agreements  and 
plans  phasing  in  the  direct  connectors 
definition  of  practicable  participation  in 
a  joint-line  movement  (49  U.S.C. 
10706(a)(3)(iii)).  In  a  decision  served 
March  2, 1981  and  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register  March  11, 1981  (46  FR  16150) 
the  carriers  were  given  an  extension 
until  April  6, 1981. 

The  implementation  plans  were  filed 
in  a  timely  fashion  and  have  been  found 
to  conform  with  our  January  21  decision. 
Therefore,  the  Commission  finds  the 
plans  acceptable.  This  decision 
approves  the  implementation  plans  only; 
action  on  the  newly-filed  agreements 
will  be  by  separate  decision. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Richard  B.  Felder  or  Jane  F.  Mackall, 
(202)  275-7656. 

This  action  will  not  significantly  affect 
the  quality  of  the  human  environment  or 
the  conservation  of  energy  resources. 


1  This  proceeding  also  embraces  Section  5b 
Application  No.  3.  Eastern  Railroads — Agreement, 
and  Section  5b  Application  No.  6.  Southern 
Railroads — Agreement. 


By  the  Commission,  Acting  Chairman 
Alexis,  Commissioners  Gresham,  Clapp, 
Trantum,  and  Gilliam.  Acting  Chairman 
Alexis  was  absent  and  did  not  participate. 

Dated:  May  19, 1981. 

James  H.  Bayne, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-15942  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-10789,  published  on 
page  21253  on  Thursday,  April  9, 1981,  in 
the  third  column  in  paragraph  “MC 
33641  (Sub-163)”  in  the  last  line 
"between  two  points  in  the  U.S.”  should 
be  corrected  to  read  “between  points  in 
U.S." 

BILLING  CODE  1505-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Antitrust  Division 

United  States  v.  National  Finance 
Adjusters,  Inc.;  Proposed  Final 
Judgment  and  Competitive  Impact 
Statement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  the 
Antitrust  Procedures  and  Penalties  Act, 
15  U.S.C.  Section  16  (b)  through  (h),  that 
a  proposed  Final  Judgment,  Stipulation 
and  Competitive  Impact  Statement  (CIS) 
have  been  filed  with  the  United  States 
District  Court  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Michigan  in  United  States  v.  National 
Finance  Adjusters,  Inc.,  Civil  Action  No. 
81-70005.  The  Complaint  in  this  case 
alleged  that  National  Finance  Adjusters 
(“NFA”),  a  national  association  of 
repossessors,  and  its  co-conspirators 
engaged  in  a  combination  and 
conspiracy  to  fix  prices,  restrict 
territories  and  limit  membership  in 
violation  of  Section  1  of  the  Sherman 
Act,  15  U.S.C.  §  1.  The  proposed 
Consent  Judgment  enjoins  the  defendant 
from  fixing,  advertising  and  publishing 
any  prices  for  repossession  services; 
participating  in  any  communications 
with  representatives  of  other 
repossessor  associations  that  relate  to 
prices  for  repossession  services; 
engaging  in  any  conduct  the  effect  of 
which  is  to  influence  the  formulation  of 
prices  for  repossession  services;  and 
expelling  any  NFA  member  or  denying 
or  delaying  any  NFA  applicant 
membership  on  the  basis  of  population 
or  other  demographic  information,  or  on 
the  basis  of  the  number  of  NFA 
members  who  operate  or  may  operate  in 
that  service  area.  Further,  the  proposed 
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Judgment  enjoins  the  defendant  from 
any  activity  the  purpose  or  foreseeable 
effect  of  which  is  to  allocate,  restrict  or 
otherwise  influence  the  service  area  or 
territory  in  which  any  of  its  members 
operate,  and  from  establishing  or 
maintaining  unreasonable  fees  for  NFA 
membership.  The  defendant  is  required 
to  publish  certain  information  in  its 
publications;  to  eliminate  any 
restrictions  on  NFA  members 
concerning  the  manner  or  extent  of 
advertising  their  service  area;  to 
eliminate  certain  NFA  membership 
requirements;  and  to  admit  any 
applicant  for  NFA  membership  who 
meets  certain  requirements.  The 
defendant  also  is  required  to  establish 
an  antitrust  compliance  program  which 
must  include  annual  reporting  to  the 
Department  of  Justice  and  notification  of 
this  Judgment  to  each  of  its  officers, 
directors,  employees  and  members. 

Public  comment  is  invited  within  the 
statutory  60-day  comment  period.  Such 
comments,  and  responses  thereto,  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register  and 
filed  with  the  Court.  Comments  should 
be  directed  to  John  W.  Poole,  Jr.,  Chief, 
Special  Litigation  Section,  Room  7216, 
Antitrust  Division,  Department  of 
Justice,  Washington,  D.C.  20530, 
(Telephone:  (202)  633-2426). 

Joseph  H.  Widmar, 

Director  of  Operations. 

United  States  District  Court,  Eastern  District 
of  Michigan 

United  States  of  America,  Plaintiff,  v. 
National  Finance  Adjusters,  Inc.,  Defendant ; 
Civil  No.  81-70005,  File:  May  19. 1981. 

Stipulation 

It  is  stipulated  by  the  undersigned  parties, 
by  their  respective  attorneys,  that: 

1.  The  parties  consent  that  a  Final 
Judgment  in  the  form  attached  may  be  filed 
and  entered  by  the  Court's  own  motion,  at 
any  time  after  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Antitrust  Procedures  and 
Penalties  Act  (15  U.S.C.  §  16),  and  without 
further  notice  to  any  party  or  other 
proceedings,  provided  that  the  plaintiff  has 
not  withdrawn  its  consent,  which  it  may  do 
any  time  before  the  entry  of  the  proposed 
Final  Judgment  by  serving  notice  on 
defendant  and  by  filing  that  notice  with  the 
Court. 

2.  If  the  plaintiff  withdraws  its  consent  or  if 
the  proposed  Final  Judgment  is  not  entered 
pursuant  to  this  Stipulation,  this  Stipulation 
shall  be  of  no  effect  whatever  and  the  making 
of  this  Stipulation  shall  be  without  prejudice 
to  any  party  in  this  or  any  other  proceeding. 

For  the  Plaintiff: 

William  F.  Baxter, 

Assistant  Attorney  General 


Mark  Leddy, 

John  W.  Poole,  Jr., 

Judy  Whalley, 

Catherine  G.  O'Sullivan, 

Attorney,  U.S.  Department  of  Justice. 

Charles  Jerome  Ware,  - 
Terrence  F.  McDonald, 

Steven  B.  Kramer, 

Attorneys,  Antitrust  Division,  U.S. 

Department  of  Justice,  10th  &  Pennsylvania 
Ave.,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20530, 

Telephone:  (202)  633-2438. 

For  the  Defendant: 

E.  Thomas  W.  Stahl, 

Ralph  C.  Schwartz, 

Phillip  M.  Sutley. 

National  Finance  Adjusters,  Inc.: 

By:  Derrell  Biddy, 

President. 

Final  Judgment 

The  plaintiff.  United  States  of  America, 
having  filed  its  complaint  on  January  5, 1981, 
and  the  plaintiff  and  the  defendant,  by  their 
respective  attorneys,  having  consented  to  the 
entry  of  this’ Final  Judgment  without  trial  or 
adjudication  of  any  issue  of  fact  or  law,  and 
without  this  Final  Judgment  constituting  any 
evidence  against  or  admission  by  any  party 
with  respect  to  any  issue; 

Now,  therefore,  before  the  taking  of  any 
testimony  and  without  trial  or  adjudication  of 
any  issue  of  fact  or  law,  and  upon  consent  of 
the  parties,  it  is 

Ordered,  adjudged  and  decreed,  as  follows: 

I 

This  Court  has  jurisdiction  over  the  subject 
matter  of  this  action  and  over  each  of  the 
parties.  The  complaint  states  a  claim  upon 
which  relief  may  be  granted  against  the 
defendant  under  Section  1  of  the  Sherman 
Act  (15  U.S.C.  §  1). 

II 

As  used  in  this  Final  Judgment 

(A)  “Repossessor”  or  “adjuster"  means  any 
individual,  partnership,  corporation, 
association,  firm,  or  any  other  business  or 
legal  entity  which  provides  repossession 
services  for  banks,  credit  unions  or  other 
lenders  that  seek  to  recover  merchandise  sold 
under  security  agreements  where  the  debtor 
has  forfeited  possessory  rights  by  defaulting 
on  loan  terms. 

(B)  “Repossession  services"  includes,  but  is 
not  limited  to,  tracing  of  property,  collection 
and  adjustment  of  loans,  as  well  as 
repossession,  sale  or  return  of  collateral. 

III 

This  final  Judgment  applies  to  the 
defendant  National  Finance  Adjusters,  Inc. 
(“NFA")  and  to  its  officers,  directors, 
members,  agents,  employees,  subsidiaries, 
successors  and  assigns,  and  to  all  other 
persons  in  active  concert  or  participation 
with  the  defendant  who  shall  have  received 
actual  notice  of  this  Final  Judgment  by 
personal  service  or  otherwise. 

,V 

The  defendant,  whether  acting  unilaterally 


or  in  concert  with  any  other  person,  is 
enjoined  from,  directly  or  indirectly: 

(1)  Fixing,  establishing,  or  maintaining  any 
price  schedule  or  list  for  repossession 
services; 

(2)  Advocating,  urging,  recommending  or 
suggesting  any  price  schedule  or  list  for 
repossession  services; 

(3)  Publishing  or  distributing  any  price 
schedule  or  list  for  repossession  services: 

(4)  Participating  in  any  conversations, 
discussions  or  other  communications  with 
representatives  of  other  repossessor 
associations  that  in  any  way  relate  to  any 
price,  price  schedule  or  list  for  repossession 
services;  or 

(5)  Engaging  in  any  other  conduct  the 
purpose  or  foreseeable  effect  of  which  is  to 
influence  the  formulation  of  any  price 
schedule  or  list  for  repossession  services. 

V 

The  defendant  is  ordered  to  publish  in  a 
prominent  manner  in  the  prefatory  section  of 
each  NFA  membership  directory  or  other 
similar  publication,  the  following  statement: 

In  conformity  with  a  consent  decree 
entered  into  with  the  United  States 
Department  of  Justice,  National  Finance 
Adjusters,  Inc.,  has  discontinued  publishing 
and  disseminating  fee  schedules.  All 
schedules  contained  in  prior  editions  are,  in 
their  entirety,  null  and  void.  National  finance 
Adjusters  makes  no  suggestion  whatsoever 
concerning  fees  or  prices  for  repossession 
services  and  does  not  restrict  or  limit  the 
right  of  any  of  its  members  to  determine,  in 
accordance  with  his  or  her  individual 
business  judgment,  the  fees  to  charge  for 
repossession  services. 

VI 

The  defendant  is  prohibited  from 
publishing  any  other  reference  to  prices  or 
fees  for  repossession  services  in  its  directory 
or  other  publications;  provided  however,  that 
nothing  in  this  Judgment  shall: 

(1)  Limit  the  ability  of  NFA  to  urge 
prospective  purchasers  of  repossession 
services  to  negotiate  in  advance  with 
members  as  to  prices  or  fees:  or 

(2)  Limit  the  ability  of  NFA  to  allow 
individual  NFA  members  to  advertise  in  the 
NFA  directory,  or  other  NFA  listings,  his  or 
her  individual  prices  or  fees  for  repossession 
services. 

VII 

The  defendant  is  enjoined  from  expelling 
any  member  from  NFA  membership  or  from 
denying  or  delaying  any  application  for  NFA 
membership,  in  whole  or  in  part,  on  the  basis 
of: 

(1)  The  population  or  other  demographic 
information  of  a  member’s  or  an  applicant's 
service  area;  or 

(2)  The  number  of  other  NFA  members  or 
applicants  who  operate  or  may  operate  in 
that  service  area. 

VIII  ' 

The  defendant  is  ordered  and  directed  to 
eliminate  any  restrictions  on  NFA  members 
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concerning  the  manner  or  extent  of 
advertising  their  service  area  in  any 
advertisement,  directory  or  other  publication. 

IX 

The  defendant,  whether  acting  unilaterally 
or  in  concert  with  any  other  person,  is 
enjoined  from  any  activity  the  purpose  or 
foreseeable  effect  of  which  is  to  allocate, 
protect,  limit,  or  otherwise  influence  the 
service  area  or  territory  in  which  any  of  its 
members  operate  or  advertise  that  they 
operate. 

X 

Defendant  is  ordered  and  directed  to 
eliminate  the  following  NFA  membership 
requirements: 

(a)  Any  time  period  of  experience  in  the 
repossession  business  that  is  greater  than  one 
year. 

(b)  Full-time  repossession  business; 

(c)  United  States  citizenship;  or 

(d)  Any  requirements  based  on  any 
evaluation  or  determination  of  an  applicant’s 
financial  condition,  personal  character  or 
morals,  or  local  referral  business. 

XI 

Defendant  is  ordered  and  directed  to  admit 
any  applicant  for  NFA  membership  who 
meets  the  following  requirements: 

(1)  Ability  to  obtain  and  retain,  in  the 
commercial  market,  reasonable  fidelity 
bonds: 

(2)  Applicant  is  licensed  under  all 
applicable  state  and  local  licensing  laws; 

(3)  Certification  that  he  or  she  has  not  been 
convicted  of  a  felony  within  a  period  of  up  to 
ten  years  prior  to  his  or  her  application  for 
membership; 

(4)  One  year  of  experience  as  an  active 
repossessor;  and 

(5)  Maintains  a  principal  office  location 
specifically  for  his  or  her  repossession 
business  during  NFA  membership. 

XII 

The  defendant  is  enjoined  from 
establishing  or  maintaining  unreasonable 
fees  for  NFA  membership. 

XIII 

The  defendant  is  ordered  to  publish  in  the 
prefatory  section  of  each  NFA  membership 
directory,  or  other  similar  publication,  the 
address  to  which  applications  for  NFA 
memberships  should  be  forwarded.  Within 
fifteen  (15)  days  of  receiving  any  application 
for  membership,  the  defendant  shall  furnish 
to  each  applicant  a  written  response  stating 
when  the  application  will  be  reviewed, 
whether  the  applicant  is  complete,  and  if  the 
application  is  not  complete,  a  written 
itemization  of  any  document  or  information 
necessary  to  complete  the  application.  NFA 
shall  convene  at  least  two  meetings  per  yaer 
at  which  membership  applications  shall  be 
reviewed.  All  applications  completed  before 
any  NFA  meeting  shall  be  reviewed  at  that 
meeting.  Within  ten  (10)  days  after  reviewing 
any  membership  application,  the  defendant 
shall  furnish  a  written  notice  to  each 
applicant  indicating  whether  the  applicant 
was  accepted  for  NFA  membership,  and,  if 


the  applicant  was  not  accepted,  a  written 
statement  of  reasons  why  the  applicant  was 
not  accepted  for  membership. 

XIV 

The  defendant  is  ordered  and  directed: 

(A)  To  furnish  within  sixty  (60)  days  after 
entry  of  this  Final  Judgment  a  copy  thereof  to 
each  of  its  officers,  directors,  employees  and 
members  engaged  in  the  repossession 
business; 

(B)  To  furnish  a  copy  of  this  Final  Judgment 
to  each  person  who  in  the  ten  (10)  years  after 
entry  of  this  Final  Judgment,  becomes  an 
officer,  director,  employee  or  member 
engaged  in  the  repossession  business  within 
thirty  (30)  days  after  such  person  is  employed 
by  or  becomes  associated  with  the  defendant; 

(C)  To  direct  each  person  to  whom  a  copy 
of  this  Final  Judgment  is  furnished  pursuant 
to  subparagraphs  XIV(A)  and  XIV(B)  hereof 
to  retain  such  copy  as  long  as  he  or  she  is 
employed  by  or  associated  with  the 
defendant; 

(D)  To  require  each  person  to  whom  a  copy 
of  this  Final  Judgment  is  furnished  pursuant 
to  subparagraphs  XIV(A)  and  XIV(B)  hereof 
to  sign  and  submit  to  the  defendant  a 
certificate  in  substantially  the  following  form; 
and  the  defendant  shall  retain  such 
certificates  as  long  as  this  Final  Judgment  is 
in  effect  and  for  one  year  thereafter: 

The  undersigned  hereby  (1)  acknowledges 
receipt  of  a  copy  of  the  1981  antitrust  Final 
Judgment,  (2)  represents  that  the  undersigned 
has  read  and  understands  such  Final 
Judgment,  and  (3)  acknowledges  that  the 
undersigned  has  been  advised  and 
understands  that  non-compliance  with  the 
Final  Judgment  may  result  in  conviction  for 
contempt  of  court  and  imprisonment  and/or 
fine. 

(E)  At  least  once  each  year,  during  the  ten 
(10)  years  after  entry  of  this  Judgment,  to  call 
to  the  attention  of  each  of  its  officers, 
directors,  employees  and  members  engaged 
in  the  repossession  or  finance  adjustment 
business  the  limitations  imposed  upon  them 
by  this  Final  Judgment,  and  of  the  sanction 
that  may  be  imposed  for  non-compliance 
therewith: 

(F)  To  file  with  the  court  and  serve  upon 
the  plaintiff,  within  ninety  (90)  days  from  the 
date  of  entry  of  this  Final  Judgment,  an 
affidavit  as  to  the  fact  and  manner  of  its 
compliance  with  subsection  XIV(A)  hereof; 
and 

(G)  To  furnish  the  plaintiff  within  thirty  (30) 
days  after  each  anniversary  date  of  the  entry 
of  this  Final  Judgment,  for  a  period  of  ten  (10) 
years,  an  affidavit  as  to  the  fact  of  and 
manner  of  securing  and  ascertaining 
compliance  with,  the  provisions  of  Sections 
IV.  V,  VI,  VII,  VIII,  IX,  X,  XI,  XII,  XIII  and 
subsections  XIV(B),  XIV(C),  XIV(D),  and 
XIV(E)  of  this  Final  Judgment. 

XV 

For  the  purpose  of  determining  or  securing 
compliance  with  this  Final  Judgment,  and 
subject  to  any  legally  recognized  privilege, 
from  time  to  time: 

(A)  Any  duly  authorized  representative  of 
the  Department  of  Justice  shall,  upon  written 


request  of  the  Attorney  General  or  the 
Assistant  Attorney  General  in  charge  of  the 
Antitrust  Division,  and  on  reasonable  notice 
to  the  defendant  made  to  its  principal  office, 
be  permitted: 

(1)  Access  during  the  office  hours  of  the 
defendant  to  inspect  and  copy  all  books, 
ledgers,  account,  correspondence, 
memoranda,  and  other  records  and 
documents  in  the  possession  or  under  the 
control  of  the  defendant,  who  may  have 
counsel  present,  relating  to  any  matters 
contained  in  this  Final  Judgment;  and 

(2)  Subject  to  the  reasonable  convenience 
of  the  defendant  and  without  restraint  or 
interference  from  it,  to  interview  officers, 
directors,  employees,  agents,  or  members  of 
the  defendant,  who  may  have  counsel 
present,  regarding  any  such  matters. 

(B)  Upon  written  request  of  the  Attorney 
General  or  the  Assistant  Attorney  General  in 
charge  of  the  Antitrust  Division  made  to  the 
defendant's  principal  office,  the  defendant 
shall  submit  such  written  reports,  under  oath 
if  required,  with  resepet  to  any  of  the  matters 
contained  in  this  Final  Judgment  as  may  be 
requested.  No  information  or  documents 
obtained  by  the  means  provided  in  this 
Section  XIV  shall  be  divulged  by  any 
representative  of  the  Department  of  Justice  to 
any  person  other  than  a  duly  authorized 
representative  of  the  Executive  Branch  of  the 
United  States,  except  in  the  course  of  legal 
proceedings  to  which  the  United  States  is  a 
party,  or  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
compliance  with  this  Final  Judgment,  or  as 
otherwise  required  by  law. 

(C)  If  at  the  time  information  or  documents 
are  furnished  by  the  defendant  to  plaintiff, 
the  defendant  represents  and  identifies  in 
writing  the  material  in  any  such  information 
or  documents  for  which  a  claim  of  protection 
may  be  asserted  under  Rule  26(c)(7)  of  the 
Federal  Rules  of  Civil  Procedure,  and  the 
defendant  markes  each  pertinent  page  of 
such  material,  “Subject  to  Claim  of  Protection 
under  Rule  26(c)(7)  of  the  Federal  Rules  of 
Civil  Procedure,"  then  ten  (10)  days  notice 
shall  be  given  by  plaintiff  to  the  defendant 
prior  to  divulging  such  material  in  any  legal 
proceeding  (other  than  a  grand  jury 
proceeding)  to  which  the  defendant  is  not  a 
party. 

XVI 

Jurisdiction  is  retained  by  the  Court  for 
purposes  of  enabling  any  of  the  parties  to  this 
Final  Judgment  to  apply  to  this  Court  at  any 
time  for  such  further  orders  and  directions  as 
may  be  necessary  or  appropriate  for  the 
construction  or  implementation  of  this  Final 
Judgment,  for  the  modification  of  any  of  the 
provisions  thereof,  for  the  enforcement  or 
compliance  therewith,  and  the  punishment  of 
violations  hereof. 

XVII 

This  Final  Judgment  shall  remain  in  effect 
until  ten  (10)  years  from  date  of  entry. 
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XVIII 

Entry  of  this  Final  Judgment  is  in  the  public 
interest. 


United  States  District  Judge. 

Competitive  Impact  Statement 

This  competitive  impact  statement,  relating 
to  the  proposed  consent  judgment  submitted 
for  entry  in  this  civil  antitrust  proceeding,  is 
filed  by  the  United  States.pursuant  to  Section 
2(b)  of  the  Antitrust  Procedures  and  Penalties 
Act,  15  U.S.C.  $  16(b)  (1976). 

I  Nature  and  Purpose  of  the  Proceeding 

On  January  5, 1981,  the  United  States  filed 
a  civil  antitrust  Complaint  alleging  that 
National  Finance  Adjusters,  Inc.  ("NFA”),  a 
national  association  of  repossessors  located 
in  Detroit,  Michigan,  and  its  co-conspirators 
had  conspired  to  fix  prices,  restrict  territories 
and  limit  membership  in  violation  of  Section 

I  of  the  Sherman  Act,  15  U.S.C.  1  (1976). 

The  Complaint  alleges  that,  beginning  at 

least  as  early  as  1975,  and  continuing  to  the 
date  of  the  filing  of  the  complaint  in  the 
action,  the  defendant  and  various  co¬ 
conspirators  engaged  in  a  nationwide 
combination  and  conspiracy  to  agree  on, 
prepare,  publish  in  defendant's  directory, 
disseminate  and  encourage  members  to 
adhere  to,  fee  schedules  for  repossession 
services;  to  restrict  membership  to  one  or  few 
members  in  certain  geographic  areas;  to 
restrict  the  area  in  which  each  of  defendant's 
members  could  advertise  its  repossession 
services;  and  to  establish  arbitrary  and 
unreasonable  membership  restrictions. 

The  Complaint  asks  the  Court  to  enjoin  and 
restrain  the  defendant  from  such  activities  in 
the  future. 

Entry  by  the  Court  of  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment  will  terminate  this  litigation.  The 
Court  will  retain  jurisdiction  for  possible 
future  proceedings  which  might  be  required 
to  interpret,  modify  or  enforce  the  provisions 
of  the  proposed  Final  Judgment. 

II  Nature  of  the  Alleged  Violation 

Repossessors,  or  adjusters  as  they  are 

sometimes  called,  provide  services  for  banks, 
credit  unions  and  other  lenders  that  seek  to 
recover  merchandise  sold  under  a  security 
agreement.  During  the  period  covered  by  the 
Complaint  the  defendant  had  member- 
repossessors  located  throughout  the  United 
States. 

The  Complaint  alleges  that  the  defendant 
and  co-conspirators  agreed  to  eliminate  price 
and  other  forms  of  competition  in  the  trade 
and  commerce  of  providing  repossession 
services.  The  Complaint  alleges  further  that 
they  did,  among  other  things,  the  following: 
(a)  agreed  to,  prepared,  published  in  the  NFA 
directory,  disseminated  and  encouraged 
members  to  adhere  to  fee  schedules  for 
repossession  services;  (b)  restricted 
membership  in  NFA  to  one  or  few  members 
in  certain  geographic  areas;  (c)  restricted  the 
area  for  which  each  NFA  member  could 
advertise  its  services;  and  (d)  established 
arbitrary  and  unreasonable  membership 
restrictions. 


Ill  Explanation  of  the  Proposed  Final 
Judgment 

The  United  States  and  the  defendant  have 
stipulated  that  the  proposed  Final  Judgment 
may  be  entered  by  the  Court  at  any  time  after 
compliance  with  the  Antitrust  Procedures 
and  Penalties  Act.  15  U.S.C.  16(bHh)  (1976). 
The  proposed  Final  Judgment  states  that  it 
constitutes  no  admission  by  any  party  with 
respect  to  any  issue  of  fact  or  law. 

Under  the  provisions  of  the  Antitrust 
Procedures  and  Penalties  Act,  entry  of  the 
proposed  Final  Judgment  is  conditioned  upon 
a  determination  by  the  Court  that  the 
proposed  Final  Judgment  is  in  the  public 
interest.  Accordingly,  Section  XVIII  of  the 
proposed  Final  Judgment  states  that  entry  of 
this  Final  Judgment  is  in  the  public  interest. 

The  proposed  Final  Judgment  contains  two 
principal  forms  of  relief.  First,  the  defendant 
is  enjoined  from  engaging  in  the  behavior  that 
constituted  the  conspiracy  alleged  in  the 
Complaint.  Second,  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment  places  affirmative  burdens  on  the 
defendant  directed  toward  preventing  such 
behavior. 

A.  Prohibited  Conduct 

Under  Section  IV  of  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment  the  defendant  is  restrained  from  (1) 
fixing  any  price  schedule  or  list  for 
repossession  services;  (2)  advertising  any 
price  schedule  or  list  for  repossession 
services;  (3)  publishing  any  price  schedule  or 
list  for  repossession  services;  (4)  participating 
in  any  communications  with  representatives 
of  other  repossessor  associations  that  relate 
to  any  price  schedule  or  list  for  repossession 
services;  or  (5)  engaging  in  any  conduct  the 
effect  of  which  is  to  influence  the  formulation 
of  any  price  schedule  or  list  for  repossession 
services. 

Under  Section  VI  of  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment  the  defendant  is  prohibited,  with 
two  exceptions,  from  publishing  any  other 
reference  to  prices  or  fees  for  repossession 
services  in  its  directory  or  other  publications. 

Under  Section  VII  of  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment  the  defendant  is  enjoined  from 
expelling  any  member  from  NFA  membership 
or  from  denying  or  delaying  any  application 
for  NFA  membership  on  the  basis  of  (1)  the 
population  or  other  demographic  information 
of  a  member’s  or  an  applicant's  service  area, 
or  (2)  the  number  of  other  NFA  members  or 
applicants  who  operate  or  may  operate  in 
that  service  area. 

Under  Section  IX  of  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment  the  defendant  is  enjoined  from  any 
activity  the  purpose  or  foreseeable  effect  of 
which  is  to  allocate,  protect,  limit  or 
otherwise  influence  the  service  area  or 
territory  in  which  any  of  its  members  operate 
or  advertise  that  they  operate. 

Under  Section  XII  of  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment  the  defendant  is  enjoined  from 
establishing  or  maintaining  unreasonable 
fees  for  NFA  membership. 

B.  Defendant's  Affirmative  Obligations 

Under  Section  V  of  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment  the  defendant  is  required  to  publish 
in  a  prominent  manner  in  the  prefatory 
section  of  each  NFA  membership  directory  or 
other  similar  publication,  a  statement  of 
conformity  with  the  prices  or  fees  provisions 
of  the  consent  decree. 


Under  Section  VIII  of  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment  the  defendant  is  required  to 
eliminate  any  restrictions  on  NFA  members 
concerning  the  manner  or  extent  of 
advertising  their  service  area  in  any 
advertisement  publication. 

Under  Section  X  of  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment  the  defendant  is  required  to 
eliminate  certain  prior  NFA  membership 
requirements. 

Under  Section  XI  of  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment  the  defendant  is  ordered  to  admit 
any  applicant  for  NFA  membership  who 
meets  the  following  requirements:  (1)  ability 
to  obtain  and  retain,  in  the  commercial 
market,  reasonable  fidelity  bonds;  (2) 
licensure  under  all  applicable  state  and  local 
licensing  laws;  (3)  certification  that  he  or  she 
has  not  been  convicted  of  a  felony  within  a 
period  of  up  to  ten  years  prior  to  his  or  her 
application  for  membership;  (4)  one  year  of 
experience  as  an  active  repossessor;  and  (5)  a 
principal  office  location  specifically  for  his  or 
her  repossession  business  during  NFA 
membership. 

Under  Section  XIII  of  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment  the  defendant  is  ordered  to  publish 
in  the  prefatory  section  of  each  NFA 
membership  directory  or  other  similar 
publication,  certain  information  regarding  the 
membership  application  process. 

Sections  XTV  and  XV  of  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment  require  the  defendant  to  establish 
an  antitrust  compliance  program  which  must 
include  annual  reporting  to  the  Department  of 
Justice  and  notification  of  this  Judgment  to 
each  of  its  officers,  directors,  employees  and 
members. 

Under  Section  XVI  of  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment,  jurisdiction  is  retained  by  the 
Court  for  purposes  of  enabling  either  of  the 
parties  to  this  Final  Judgment  to  apply  to  this 
Court  at  any  time  for  such  further  orders  and 
directions  as  may  be  necessary  or 
appropriate  for  the  construction  or 
implementation  of  this  Final  Judgment,  for  the 
modification  of  any  of  the  provisions,  for  the 
enforcement  or  compliance,  and  the 
punishment  of  violations.  Further,  under 
Section  XVII.  the  proposed  Final  Judgment 
shall  remain  in  effect  until  ten  (10)  years  from 
the  date  of  entry. 

C.  Scope  of  the  Proposed  Judgment 

The  proposed  Final  Judgment  applies  to  the 
defendant  and  to  its  officers,  directors, 
members,  agents,  employees,  subsidiaries, 
successors  and  assigns,  and  to  all  other 
persons  in  active  concert  or  participation 
with  the  defendant  who  have  received  actual 
notice  of  this  Final  Judgment  by  personal 
service  or  otherwise. 

D.  Effect  of  the  Proposed  Judgment  on 
Competition 

The  terms  of  Sections  IV  and  VI  of  the 
Judgment  are  designed  to  ensure  that  the 
defendant's  members  will  act  independently 
in  determining  the  prices  or  fees  to  charge  for 
repossession  services.  Accordingly,  the 
affirmative  obligations  of  Sections  V  and  XIV 
are  directed  toward  informing  the 
defendant's  clients,  members,  employees  and 
others  of  this  Final  Judgment  and  their 
obligations  under  the  decree  not  to  engage  in 
the  type  of  behavior  alleged  in  the  Complaint 
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The  terms  of  Sections  VII  and  IX  of  the 
Judgment  are  designed  to  ensure  that  the 
defendant  will  not  unfairly  or  unreasonably 
restrict  NFA  memberships  and  geographic 
territories  in  which  any  of  its  members 
operate  or  advertise  that  they  operate. 
Accordingly,  the  affirmative  obligations  of 
Sections  VIII,  X.  XI,  XIII.  and  XIV  are 
directed  toward  the  establishment  of  fair, 
reasonable  and  objective  criteria  for 
admission  to  membership  in  any  geographic 
area,  and  advertising  by  members. 

Compliance  with  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment  should  prevent  collusion  among  the 
defendant,  its  members  and  competitors  in 
determining  the  prices  or  fees  to  charge  for 
repossession  services  and  in  unreasonably 
restricting  NFA  memberships  and  geographic 
territories  in  which  NFA  members  operate  or 
advertise  that  they  operate. 

IV  Remedies  Available  to  Potential  Private 
Plaintiffs 

After  entry  of  the  proposed  Final  Judgment, 
any  potential  private  plaintiff  that  might  have 
been  damaged  by  the  alleged  violation  will 
retain  the  same  right  to  sue  for  monetary 
damages  and  any  other  legal  or  equitable 
relief  that  it  may  have  had  if  the  Final 
Judgment  had  not  been  entered.  The  Final 
Judgment  may  not  be  used,  however,  as 
prima  facie  evidence  in  private  litigation, 
pursuant  to  Section  5(a)  of  the  Clayton  Act, 
as  amended,  15  U.S.C.  16(b). 

V  Procedures  Available  for  Modification  of 
the  Proposed  Consent  Judgment 

The  proposed  Final  Judgment  is  subject  to 
a  stipulation  between  the  Government  and 
the  defendant  which  provides  that  the 
Government  may  withdraw  its  consent  to  the 
proposed  Judgment  any  time  before  the  Court 
has  found  that  entry  of  the  proposed 
Judgment  is  in  the  public  interest.  By  its 
terms,  the  proposed  Judgment  provides  for 
the  Court's  retention  of  jurisdiction  of  this 
action  in  order  to  permit  any  of  the  parties  to 
apply  to  the  Court  for  such  orders  as  may  be 
necessary  for  the  modification  of  the  Final 
Judgment. 

As  provided  by  the  Antitrust  Procedures 
and  Penalties  Act  (15  U.S.C.  16).  any  person 
wishing  to  comment  upon  the  proposed 
Judgment  may,  for  a  sixty-day  period 
subsequent  to  the  publishing  of  this  document 
in  the  Federal  Register,  submit  written 
comments  to  the  United  States  Department  of 
Justice,  Attention:  John  W.  Poole.  Jr.,  Chief, 
Special  Litigation  Section,  Antitrust  Division, 
Washington,  D.C.  20530.  Such  comments  and 
the  Government's  response  to  them  will  be 
filed  with  the  Court  and  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  The  Government  will 
evaluate  all  such  comments  to  determine 
whether  there  is  any  reason  for  withdrawal 
of  its  consent  to  the  proposed  Judgment. 

VI  Alternatives  to  the  Proposed  Final 
Judgment 

The  alternative  to  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment  considered  by  the  Antitrust 
Division  was  a  full  trial  on  the  merits  and  on 
relief.  The  Division  considers  the  proposed 
Final  Judgment  to  be  of  sufficient  scope  and 
effectiveness  to  make  a  trial  unnecessary 
because  it  provides  for  all  the  relief  prayed 
for  in  the  Complaint. 


VII  Determinative  Materials  and  Documents 

No  materials  or  documents  were 
considered  determinative  by  the  United 
States  in  formulating  the  proposed  Final 
Judgment.  Consequently,  none  are  being  filed 
pursuant  to  the  Antitrust  Procedures  and 
Penalties  Act,  15  U.S.C.  16(b). 

Respectfully  submitted, 

Charles  Jerome  Ware, 

Terrence  F.  McDonald, 

Steven  B.  Kramer, 

Attorneys,  Antitrust  Division,  Department  of 
Justice,  Washington,  D.C.  20530,  (Telephone: 
(202)633-2438). 

|FR  Doc.  81-16063  Filed  5-2fr-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4410-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Employment  and  Training 
Administration 

Employment  Transfer  and  Business 
Competition  Determinations  Under  the 
Rural  Development  Act;  Applications 

The  organizations  listed  in  the 
attachment  have  applied  to  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  for  financial 
assistance  in  the  form  of  grants,  loans, 
or  loan  guarantees  in  order  to  establish 
or  improve  facilities  at  the  locations 
listed.  The  financial  assistance  would  be 
authorized  by  the  Consolidated  Farm 
and  Rural  Development  Act,  as 
amended,  7  U.S.C.  1924(b),  1932,  or 
1942(b). 

The  Act  requires  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  to  determine  whether  such 
Federal  assistance  is  calculated  to  or  is 
likely  to  result  in  the  transfer  from  one 
area  to  another  of  any  employment  or 
business  activity  provided  by  operations 
of  the  applicant.  It  is  permissible  to 
assist  the  establishment  of  a  new 
branch,  affiliate  or  subsidiary,  only  if 
this  will  not  result  in  increased 
unemployment  in  the  place  of  present 
operations  and  there  is  no  reason  to 
believe  the  new  facility  is  being 
established  with  the  intention  of  closing 
down  an  operating  facility. 

The  Act  also  prohibits  such  assistance 
if  the  Secretary  of  Labor  determines  that 
it  is  calculated  to  or  is  likely  to  result  in 
an  increase  in  the  production  of  goods, 
materials,  or  commodities,  or  the 
availability  of  services  or  facilities  in 
the  area,  when  there  is  not  sufficient 
demand  for  such  goods,  materials, 
commodities,  services,  or  facilities  to 
employ  the  efficient  capacity  of  existing 
competitive  Commercial  or  industrial 
enterprises,  unless  such  financial  or 
other  assistance  will  not  have  an 
adverse  effect  upon  existing  competitive 
enterprises  in  the  area. 

The  Secretary  of  Labor's  review  and 
certification  procedures  are  set  forth  at 


29  CFR  Part  75.  In  determining  whether 
the  applications  should  be  approved  or 
denied,  the  Secretary  will  take  into 
consideration  the  following  factors: 

1.  The  overall  employment  and 
unemployment  situation  in  the  local 
area  in  which  the  proposed  facility  will 
be  located. 

2.  Employment  trends  in  the  same 
industry  in  the  local  area. 

3.  The  potential  effect  of  the  new 
facility  upon  the  local  labor  market, 
with  particular  emphasis  upon  its 
potential  impact  upon  competitive 
enterprises  in  the  same  areas. 

4.  The  competitive  effect  upon  other 
facilities  in  the  same  industry  located  in 
other  areas  (where  such  competition  is  a 
factor). 

5.  In  the  case  of  applications  involving 
the  establishment  of  branch  plants  or 
facilities,  the  potential  effect  of  such 
new  facilities  on  other  existing  plants  or 
facilities  operated  by  the  applicant. 

All  persons  wishing  to  bring  to  the 
attention  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  any 
information  pertinent  to  the 
determinations  which  must  be  made 
regarding  these  applications  are  invited 
to  submit  such  information  in  writing 
within  two  weeks  of  publication  of  this 
notice.  Comments  received  after  the 
two-week  period  may  not  be  considered. 
Send  comments  to:  Administrator, 
Employment  and  Training 
Administration,  601  D  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20213. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  26th  day  of 
May  1981. 

Luis  Sepulveda, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Program  Services. 


Applications  Received  During  the  Week 
Ending  May  30, 1981 


Name  of  applicant  and  location  of 
enterprise 

Principal  product 
or  activity 

The  Telluride  Co..  Telluride,  Colorado . 

Ski  resort. 

|FR  Doc.  81-10033  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  COOE  4510-30-M 

Job  Corps;  Determination  of  Negative 
Environment  Impact 

AGENCY:  Employment  and  Training 
Administration,  Labor. 

ACTION:  Notice-finding  of  negative 
environmental  impact. 

SUMMARY:  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is 
to  announce  a  determination  by  the 
Department  under  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA)  that 
the  establishment  of  a  Job  Corps  center 
at  the  Ada  Merritt  Junior  High  School  in 
Miami,  Florida  does  not  constitute  a 
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major  Federal  action  which  will 
significantly  affect  the  environment. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Richard  A.  Jaffe,  Director,  Office  of  Job 
Corps  and  Young  Adult  Conservation 
Corps,  Room  6100,  Patrick  Henry 
Building,  601  D  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20213.  Telephone  (202)  376-6995. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Title  IV, 
Part  B  of  the  Comprehensive 
Employment  and  Training  Act  (CETA), 
as  amended.  Pub.  L.  95-524,  29  U.S.C. 

923  et  seq.  directs  the  Secretary  of  Labor 
to  establish  Job  Corps  centers  to  provide 
occupational  training  to  disadvantaged 
youths  ages  16  through  21.  The  Secretary 
has  issued  regulations  published  at  20 
CFR  Part  684,  implementing  Title  IV, 

Part  B  of  CETA.  Pursuant  to  his 
authority,  the  Secretary  is  planning  to 
establish  a  Job  Corps  center  provided  an 
agreement  can  be  reached  on 
acquisition  of  the  facilities. 

Pursuant  to  the  NEPA  Regulations  at 
40  CFR  1501.3  and  1501.4(b)  and  the 
Department’s  NEPA  Regulations  at  29 
CFR  11.10(b),  the  Department  of  Labor 
conducted  an  environmental  assessment 
as  part  of  a  site  utilization  study  and  has 
determined  that  preparation  of  an 
environmental  impact  statement  is  not 
required  since  the  establishment  of  this 
Job  Corps  center  is  not  a  major  Federal 
action  which  will  significantly  affect  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment 
within  the  meaning  of  40  CFR  Part  1508. 
The  proposed  Job  Corps  center  will  be  a 
training  center  with  residential, 
nonresidential  and  educational  facilities 
for  approximately  210  disadvantaged 
youth,  men  and  women,  ages  16  through 
21,  who  need  and  can  benefit  from 
intensive  employment-related  services. 
The  function  of  the  center  and  the  staff 
of  approximately  70  will  be  to  provide 
skill  training  in  selected  vocational 
courses  and  continuing  and/or  remedial 
education  in  academic  subjects. 

The  proposed  use  of  the  facility  is 
intended  for  residential  living  and 
education. 

The  center  will  be  a  self-contained 
facility  except  for  Medical/Dental 
Services  which  will  be  contracted  for 
off-center.  The  center  will  be  located 
one  mile  from  the  heart  of  downtown 
Miami:  at  550  S.W.  Third  Street,  Miami, 
between  S.W.  Seventh  and  S.W.  Sixth 
Avenues.  The  site  surveyed  for  use  by 
Job  Corps  consists  of  three  buildings  on 
2  to  2  Mi  acres  of  land.  These  buildings 
will  be  renovated  in  order  to  make  them 
suitable  for  housing  the  Job  Corps 
center. 

Water  and  sanitary  services  are 
provided  by  the  Miami-Dade  Water  and 
Sewer  Authority.  Electric  power  is 
supplied  by  the  Florida  Power  and  Light 


Company.  Natural  gas  is  provided  by 
Florida  Gas.  With  regard  to  fire 
protection,  fire  hydrants  are  located  at 
the  end  of  every  block  in  this  section  of 
the  city.  There  are  two  fire  hydrants 
directly  adjacent  to  the  site.  The  nearest 
fire  department  is  located  at  N.W.  20th 
Street  and  12th  Avenue,  N.W.  with  an 
estimated  response  time  of  ten  minutes. 

The  proposed  Job  Corps  center  will  be 
operated  in  compliance  with  the  Job 
Corps  Environmental  Standards 
published  at  20  CFR  684.125  and  with 
applicable  Federal,  State  and  local 
regulations  concerning  environmental 
health.  The  proposed  Job  Corps  center 
will  comply  with  the  water  quality  and 
related  standards  of  the  State  and  local 
government,  and  with  the  standards 
established  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Water  Pollution  Control  Act,  33  U.S.C. 
1251  et  seq.,  with  Executive  Order  11752, 
and  with  regulations  and  guidelines  of 
the  United  States  Environmental 
Protection  Agency. 

The  center  installation  will  be 
designed,  operated,  and  maintained  so 
as  to  conform  to  Federal  air  quality 
standards,  including  those  found  in 
Executive  Order  11752. 

My  determination  is  that  the 
establishment  and  operation  of  the 
Center  will  have  no  adverse  impact 
upon  traffic,  transportation  systems, 
pedestrian  or  vehicular  congestion, 
police  protection  services,  public  safety, 
legal  services,  or  upon  the  aesthetics  or 
residential  quality  of  the  nearby  area.  I 
further  determine  that  the  establishment 
and  operation  of  the  Center  will  have  no 
adverse  effects  upon  ecological  systems, 
population  distribution,  air  or  water 
pollution,  municipal  services,  or  health 
or  life  support  systems.  Accordingly,  I 
hereby  determine  that  the  establishment 
of  the  Job  Corps  center  will  not  have  a 
significant  adverse  impact  upon  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  of  the 
nearby  area,  or  the  greater  Miami 
community. 

The  Job  Corps  center  will  be  operated 
with  the  pass-leave  procedures  required 
by  Job  Corps  regulations  and 
operational  procedures.  I  Find  that  in 
light  of  the  enrollment  level  and 
utilization  of  the  pass-leave  procedures, 
that  congestion  in  the  area  will  not 
increase. 

There  will  be  no  material  impact  upon 
transportation  or  traffic  within  the  area. 

It  is  further  determined  that  the 
establishment  and  operation  of  the 
Center  is  not  likely  to  have  a  significant 
adverse  impact  upon  use  of  police 
services  or  the  public  safety.  Adequate 
provisions  are  planned  to  carefully 
screen  prospective  enrollees  so  as  to 
minimize  the  possibility  of  disciplinary 


problems,  or  problems  with  possible 
Center  related  public  safety. 

Adequate  staffing  personnel  and 
protection  will  be  provided  at  the  Miami 
Job  Corps  Center  in  accordance  with  Job 
Corps’  operating  procedures  and 
regulations. 

I  further  find  that  fire  protection 
services  in  the  area  will  not  be 
adversely  affected  and  that  systems  in 
the  facilities  will  be  upgraded  to  further 
reduce  risk  of  fire  from  the  present  risk 
level. 

In  conclusion,  it  is  my  determination, 
after  careful  review  and  consideration 
of  the  nature  of  Job  Corps’  proposed 
action,  in  light  of  Job  Corps’  purposes, 
objectives  and  operational  procedures, 
that  the  impact  of  the  establishment  of 
the  center  at  the  site  upon  the 
surrounding  community,  will  not  be 
significant  and  that  the  environmental 
assessment  conducted  by  the 
Department  of  Labor  clearly  indicates 
that  preparation  of  an  environmental 
impact  statement  is  not  required 
because  the  establishment  of  the  Job 
Corps  Center  is  not  a  major  Federal 
action  which  will  significantly  affect  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment 
within  the  meaning  of  40  CFR  Part  1508. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  13th  day 
of  May  1981. 

Richard  A.  Jaffe, 

Director,  Office  of  Job  Corps  and  Young  Adult 
Conservation  Corps. 

1FR  Doc.  81-16140  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4S10-30-M 


Mine  Safety  and  Health  Administration 


AMAX  Lead  Company  of  Missouri; 
Petition  for  Modification  of  Application 
of  Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

AMAX  Lead  Company  of  Missouri, 
Boss,  Missouri  65440  has  filed  a  petition 
to  modify  the  application  of  30  CFR 
57.4-61A  (installation  of  ventilation 
doors)  to  its  Buick  Mine  located  in  Iron 
County,  Missouri.  The  petition  is  filed 
under  section  101(c)  of  the  Federal  Mine 
Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1977. 

A  summary  of  the  petitioner’s 
statements  follows: 

1.  The  petition  concerns  the 
requirement  that  ventilation  doors  be 
installed  at  or  near  shaft  stations  or 
intake  shafts. 

2.  The  mine's  intake  ventilation  shafts 
are  18  feet  in  diameter  and  concrete 
lined. 

3.  Petitioner  states  that  the  absence  of 
combustible  materials  within  the  intake 
ventilation  shaft  negates  the  need  for 
ventilation  doors  and  further  states  that 
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installation  of  such  doors  would  not 
provide  any  increase  in  safety  for  the 
miners  affected. 

4.  For  these  reasons,  petitioner 
requests  a  modification  of  the  standard. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments.  These 
comments  must  be  filed  with  the  Office 
of  Standards,  Regulations  and 
Variances,  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration,  Room  627,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  All 
comments  must  be  postmarked  or 
received  in  that  office  on  or  before  June 

29, 1981.  Copies  of  the  petition  are 
available  for  inspection  at  that  address. 

Dated:  May  21, 1981. 

Frank  A.  White, 

Director,  Office  of  Standards,  Regulations 
and  Variances. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16137  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4510-43-M 

[Docket  No.  M-81-114-C] 

Ccnsolidation  Coal  Co.;  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Consolidation  Coal  Company,  Consol 
Plaza,  Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania  15241 
has  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the 
application  of  30  CFR  75.305  (weekly 
examinations  for  hazardous  conditions) 
to  its  Renton  Mine  located  in  Allegheny 
County,  Pennsylvania.  The  petition  is 
filed  under  Section  101(c)  of  the  Federal 
Mine  Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1977. 

A  summary  of  the  petitioner’s 
statements  follows: 

1.  The  petition  concerns  the 
requirement  that  intake  and  return  air 
courses  be  examined  in  their  entirety  on 
a  weekly  basis. 

2.  The  roofs  of  the  return  entries  have 
deteriorated  and  fallen  in  some  areas; 
these  entries  have  also  experienced 
water  accumulation. 

3.  Petitioner  states  that  examinations 
of  these  air  courses  would  expose 
miners  to  hazardous  conditions. 

4.  As  an  alternate  method,  petitioner 
proposes  to  establish  and  maintain 
specified  air  monitoring  stations  and 
record  the  results  of  examinations  in  a 
book  at  each  location.  Weekly  air 
readings  and  methane  testings  will  be 
made  by  a  certified  person  at  each 
location;  any  increase  in  methane 
content  of  0.5  percent  over  the  last 
reading  will  be  immediately 
investigated.  In  addition,  a  10  percent 
reduction  in  the  air  quantity  will  be 
immediately  investigated. 

5.  Petitioner  states  that  the  proposed 
alternate  method  will  provide  the  same 


degree  of  safety  to  the  miners  affected 
as  that  afforded  by  the  standard. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments.  These 
comments  must  be  filed  with  the  Office 
of  Standards,  Regulations  and 
Variances,  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration,  Room  627,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  All 
comments  must  be  postmarked  or 
received  in  that  office  on  or  before  June 

29, 1981.  Copies  of  the  petition  are 
available  for  inspection  at  that  address. 

Dated:  May  20, 1981. 

Frank  A.  White, 

Director,  Office  of  Standards,  Regulations 
and  Variances. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16138  Filed  5-28-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4510-43-M 

l Docket  No.  M-81-24-M] 

Occidental  Oil  Shale,  Inc.;  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Occidental  Oil  Shale,  Inc.,  Post  Office 
Box  2687,  Grand  Junction,  Colorado 
81502  has  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the 
application  of  30  CFR  57.4-58 
(underground  fires;  requirements)  to  its 
Logan  Wash  Operations  located  in 
Garfield  County,  Colorado.  The  petition 
is  filed  under  Section  101(c)  of  the 
Federal  Mine  Safety  and  Health  Act  of 
1977. 

A  summary  of  the  petitioner's 
statements  follows: 

1.  The  petition  concerns  the 
requirement  that  fires  shall  not  be  built 
underground. 

2.  Petitioner  is  under  contract  with  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Energy  (DOE)  for 
engineering  development  and  technical 
feasibility  demonstration  of  a  vertical 
modified  in  situ  oil  shale  retorting 
process  (MIS  process)  at  the  mine. 

3.  As  an  alternate  method,  petitioner 
proposes  to  operate  Mini  Retort  No.  1 
using  a  number  of  safeguards,  including 
monitoring  for  various  gases  such  as 
nitrogen,  hydrogen  and  methane; 
ventilation  proposals;  rescue  equipment 
and  training;  and  evacuation  and 
contingency  plans. 

4.  Based  on  extensive  experience  over 
the  years,  petitioner  states  that  all 
anticipated  relevant  factors  have  been 
taken  into  account  to  guarantee  the 
greatest  degree  of  safety  during  retort 
operations  and  that  these  will  provide 
miners  the  same  degree  of  safety  as  that 
afforded  by  the  standard. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments.  These 


comments  must  be  filed  with  the  Office 
of  Standards,  Regulations  and 
Variances,  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration,  Room  627, 4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  All 
comments  must  be  postmarked  or 
received  in  that  office  on  or  before  June 

29, 1981.  Copies  of  the  petition  are 
available  for  inspection  at  that  address. 

Dated  May  20, 1981. 

Frank  A.  White, 

Director,  Office  of  Standards,  Regulations 
and  Variances. 

(FR  Doc.  81-16139  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4510-43-M 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

[V-78-5J 

Interlake  Stamping  Corp.; 

Experimental  Variance  Extension 

AGENCY:  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration,  Department  of 
Labor. 

ACTION:  Extension  of  variance. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  announces  the 
extension  of  an  experimental  variance 
to  Interlake  Stamping  Corporation  from 
the  standards  prescribed  in  29  CFR 
1910.217  concerning  mechanical  power 
presses. 

DATES:  The  effective  date  of  the 
extension  is  May  29, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Jame9  J.  Concannon,  Director,  Office  of 
Variance  Determination,  U.S. 

Department  of  Labor — OSHA,  Third 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue,  N.W., 
Room  N-3662  Washington,  D.C.  20210, 
Telephone:  (202)  523-7144;  or  the 
following  Regional  and  Area  Offices: 

U.S.  Department  of  Labor — OSHA,  32nd 
Street-Room  3263,  230  South  Dearborn 
Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60604 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor — OSHA, 
Federal  Office  Building,  Room  847, 

1240  East  Ninth  Street,  Cleveland, 

Ohio  44199 

1.  Background 

The  experimental  variance  granted  to 
Interlake  Stamping  Corporation  under 
section  6(b)(6)(C)  of  the  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1970  (84  Stat. 
1594;  29  U.S.C.  655),  was  previously 
extended  for  six  months  on  September  9, 
1977  (42  FR  45389)  and  for  two  years  on 
March  6, 1979  (44  FR  12288).  The 
experimental  variance  was  originally 
granted  on  August  31, 1976  (41  FR  36702) 
from  the  standards  prescribed  in  29  CFR 
1910.217(c)(3)(iii)(l>)  which  prohibits  the 
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use  of  a  presence  sensing  device  for 
tripping  a  mechanical  power  press. 

The  facility  affected  by  this 
application  is:  Interlake  Stamping 
Corporation,  4732  East  355th  Street, 
Willoughby,  Ohio  44094. 

The  initial  purpose  of  this  experiment 
was  to  collect  information  to  aid  in 
determining  whether  the  OSHA 
standard  should  be  modified  to  permit 
the  tripping  of  mechanical  power 
presses  with  presence  sensing  devices. 

To  date,  the  comparison  record  for 
malfunctions  and  productivity  between 
the  pressses  using  automatic  tripping 
and  those  using  conventional  tripping 
means  show  that  the  presses  with 
automatic  tripping  have  fewer 
malfunctions  and  higher  productivity. 

As  information  has  been  collected 
from  Interlake  and  other  sources  during 
this  experimental  period,  it  has  become 
apparent  that  additional  information  is 
needed  before  a  final  decision  can  be 
made  on  whether  to  modify  the  standard 
and,  if  so,  what  requirements  and/or 
restrictions  should  be  included  in  the 
new  standard. 

In  order  to  obtain  the  necessary 
information  the  National  Institute  for 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
awarded  a  contract  to  Purdue  Research 
Foundation  in  West  Lafayette,  Indiana 
for  a  fafety  study  of  OSHA’s 
experimental  variance  on  self-tripping  of 
mechanical  power  pressesl  specifically 
Purdue  shall; 

1.  Observe  and  evaluate  the  self 
tripping  experiment  at  Interlake 
Stamping  Corporation; 

2.  Research  the  design  and  application 
practices  which  would  probably  develop 
if  the  experiment  were  expanded  or  if 

§  1910.217(c)(3)(iii)(b)  was  modified;  and 

3.  Develop  design  and  performance 
criteria  approval  procedures,  and 
continuing  research  strategies. 

II.  Decision 

The  Purdue  study  of  OSHA’s 
experimental  variance  on  self-tripping  of 
power  presses  will  provide  the  data  and 
evidence  necessary  to  make  a 
determination  on  whether  to  modify  the 
standard.  Moreover,  the  continuing  use 
of  the  presses  in  an  automatic  trip  mode 
will  provide  continuing  comparison  data 
on  different  methods  of  actuating 
presses.  This  information  provides  a 
base  against  which  to  evaluate  the 
information  obtained  through  other 
means.  Continuation  of  the  experimental 
variance  will  provide  an  opportunity  for 
Purdue  Research  Foundation  to 
complete  its  safety  study  of  the  presence 
sensing  device  while  it  is  being  used 
under  the  terms  of  the  experimental 
variance.  In  addition,  while  the 


experiment  may  later  be  expanded  to 
other  worksites,  it  is  valuble  to  have  a 
location  in  which  to  observe  the  system 
in  use. 

Therefore,  for  the  above  reasons,  it 
has  been  determined  that  is  is  essential 
that  the  experimental  variance  be 
extended  for  a  period  not  to  exceed  one 
year. 

III.  Order 

Pursuant  to  authority  in  section 
6(b)(6)(C)  of  the  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health  Act  of  1970,  and  in  Secretary 
of  Labor’s  Order  No.  6-76  (41  FR  25059)' 
it  is  ordered  that  Interlake  Stamping 
corporation  be,  and  it  is  hereby, 
authorized  to  continue  its  experiment  for 
up  to  one  year  under  the  terms  of  the 
order  granting  the  experimental 
variance  of  August  31, 1976  (41  FR 
36702).  In  addition,  Interlake  shall 
obtain,  within  two  weeks  of  the  date  of 
this  extension,  new  statements  from  all 
operators  as  required  under  item  5(b)  of 
the  original  order  granting  the  variance. 
In  addition,  item  17  of  the  original  order 
shall  be  modified  to  read; 

17.  This  variance  shall  continue  in 
effect  for  a  period  not  to  exceed  one 
year. 

As  soon  as  possible  Interlake 
Stamping  Corporation  shall  give  notice 
to  affected  employees  of  the  terms  of 
this  order  by  the  same  means  required 
to  be  used  to  inform  them  of  the 
application  for  variance. 

Effective  date,  this  order  shall  become 
effective  on  May  29, 1981  and  shall 
remain  in  effect  until  modified  or 
revoked  in  accordance  with  section 
6(b)(6)(C)  of  the  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health  Act  of  1970. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  21st  day  of 
May  1981. 

Thorne  G.  Auchter, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

FR  Doc.  81-16134  filed  5-28-81;  8:45  ami 

BILLING  CODE  4510-26-M 


Office  of  Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit 
Programs 

Advisory  Council  on  Employee 
Welfare  and  Pension  Benefit  Plans; 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Section  512  of  the 
Employee  Retirement  Income  Security 
Act  of  1974  (ERISA)  29  U.S.C.  1142,  a 
meeting  of  the  Advisory  Council  on 
Employee  Welfare  and  Pension  Benefit 
Plans  will  be  held  at  9:30  a.m.  on 
Tuesday,  June  30, 1981,  in  Room  S- 
4215C,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  Third 
and  Constitution  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C. 


The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to 
discuss  the  items  listed  below  and  to 
invite  public  comment  on  any  aspect  of 
the  administration  of  ERISA. 

1.  Department  of  Labor  Progress 
Report. 

2.  Council  Work  Group  Reports: 
Portability  Work  Group 
Communications  Work  Group 
Legislative  Work  Group 
Reporting,  Disclosure  and 

Recordkeeping  Work  Group 
Collective  Bargaining  Work  Group 

3.  Statements  from  the  Public. 
Members  of  the  public  are  encouraged 

to  file  a  written  statement  pertaining  to 
any  topic  concerning  ERISA,  by 
submitting  30  copies  on  or  before  June 
29, 1981,  to  the  Administrator,  Pension 
and  Welfare  Benefit  Programs,  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  Room  S-4522, 
Third  and  Constitution  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20216. 

Persons  desiring  to  address  the 
Council  should  notify  Edward  F. 

Lysczek,  Executive  Secretary  of  the 
Advisory  Council,  in  care  of  the  above 
address  or  by  calling  (202)  523-8753. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  26th  day 
of  May  1981. 

Ian  D.  Lanoff, 

Administrator  of  Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit 
Programs. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16071  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4510-29-M 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
ITA-W-1 1,983] 

Ball  &  Socket  Plastics,  Incorporated, 
Waldoboro,  Maine;  Termination  of 
Investigation 

Pursuant  to  Section  221  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974,  an  investigation  was 
initiated  on  December  31, 1980,  in 
response  to  a  workers  petition  received 
on  December  23, 1980,  which  was  filed 
on  behalf  of  workers  at  Ball  &  Socket 
Plastics,  Inc.,  Waldoboro,  Maine. 

The  petitioner  has  requested  that  the 
petition  be  withdrawn.  Consequently 
further  investigation  in  this  case  would 
serve  no  purpose;  and  the  investigation 
has  been  terminated. 

Signed  in  Washington,  D.C.,  this  21st  day  of 
May  1981. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16135  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4510-2S-M 
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[TA-W-1 1,854] 

E.  M.  Richmond  Company,  Hinton, 

West  Virginia;  Termination  of 
Investigation 

Pursuant  to  Section  221  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974,  an  investigation  was 
initiated  on  December  8, 1980,  in 
response  to  a  worker  petition  received 
on  November  24, 1980,  which  was  filed 
on  behalf  of  the  workers  at  E.  M. 
Richmond  Company,  Hinton,  West 
Virginia. 

The  petitioner  has  requested  that  the 
petition  be  withdrawn.  Consequently, 
further  investigation  in  this  case  would 
serve  no  purpose;  and  the  investigation 
has  been  terminated. 

Signed  in  Washington,  D.C..  this  21st  day  of 
May  1981. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16139  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4S10-28-M 


NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

[Notice  (81-52)1 

NASA  Wage  Committee;  Meeting 

agency:  National  Aeronautics  and 
Space  Administration. 
action:  Notice  of  meeting. 

summary:  In  accordance  with  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  Pub. 

L.  92-463,  as  amended,  the  National 
Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration 
announces  a  forthcoming  meeting  of  the 
NASA  Wage  Committee. 

DATE  AND  TIME:  June  26, 1981, 1:30  p.m. 
to  4:30  p.m. 

address:  National  Aeronautics  and 
Space  Administration,  Room  226B, 
Federal  Building  10B,  600  Independence 
Avenue  SW,  Washington,  DC  20546. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ms.  Deborah  C.  Green,  Code  NPM-28, 
National  Aeronautics  and  Space 
Administration,  Washington,  DC  20546 
(202/755-8520). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Committee’s  primary  responsibility  is  to 
consider  and  make  recommendations  to 
the  NASA  Director  of  Personnel  on  all 
matters  involved  in  the  development 
and  authorization  of  a  Wage  Schedule 
for  the  Cleveland,  Ohio,  wage  area, 
pursuant  to  Pub.  L  92-392.  The 
Committee,  Chaired  by  Mr.  William 
Dey,  consists  of  11  members.  During  this 
meeting  the  Committee  will  consider 
wage  survey  data,  local  reports, 
recommendations,  and  statistical 
analyses  and  proposed  wage  schedules 


reviewed  therefrom.  Discussions  of 
these  matters  in  a  public  session  would 
constitute  release  of  confidential 
commercial  and  financial  information 
obtained  from  private  industry.  Since 
this  session  will  be  concerned  with 
matters  listed  in  5  U.S.C.  552b(c)(4),  it 
has  been  determined  that  this  meeting 
will  be  entirely  closed  to  the  public. 
However,  members  of  the  public  who 
may  wish  to  do  so,  are  invited  to  submit 
material  in  writing  to  the  Chairperson 
concerning  matters  felt  to  be  deserving 
of  the  Committee’s  attention. 

TYPE  OF  meeting:  Closed. 
purpose  OF  meeting:  The  NASA  Wage 
Committee  will  recommend  to  the 
NASA  Wage  Fixing  Authority  the 
proposed  wage  schedule  to  be  adopted. 
May  22, 1981. 

Gerald  D.  Griffin, 

Acting  Associate  Administrator  for  External 
Relations. 

(FR  Doc.  81-15996  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  7510-01-M 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  50-445,  50-446] 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental 
Statement  for  Comanche  Peak  Steam 
Electric  Station,  Units  1  and  2 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  Draft 
Environmental  Statement  (NUREG- 
0775)  has  been  prepared  by  the 
Commission’s  Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation  related  to  the  proposed 
operation  of  the  Comanche  Peak  Steam 
Electric  Station,  Units  1  and  2,  by  the 
Texas  Utilities  Generating  Company. 

The  station  is  located  in  Somervell 
County,  Texas. 

This  Draft  Environmental  Statement 
(DES)  addresses  the  aquatic,  terrestrial, 
radiological,  social  and  economic  costs 
and  benefits  associated  with  normal 
station  operation.  Also  considered  are 
station  accidents,  their  likelihood  of 
occurrence  and  their  consequences. 
Finally,  the  statement  presents  an 
updated  discussion  of  a  need  for  the 
facility  based  on  information  available 
in  1980. 

This  DES  is  available  for  inspection 
by  the  public  in  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room  at  1717  H  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  in  the  Somervell 
County  Public  Library,  On  the  Square, 
P.O.  Box  1417,  Glen  Rose,  Texas  76043. 
The  Draft  Environmental  Statement  is 
also  being  made  available  at  the  North 
Central  Texas  Council  of  Governments, 
P.O.  Drawer  COG,  Arlington,  Texas 
76011.  Requests  for  copies  of  the  DES 
(NUREG-0775)  should  be  addressed  to 


the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
Attention:  Director,  Technical 
Information  and  Document  Control. 

Interested  persons  may  submit 
comments  on  this  DES  for  the 
Commission’s  consideration.  Federal, 
State,  and  specified  local  agencies  are 
being  provided  with  copies  of  the  DES 
(local  agencies  may  obtain  these 
documents  upon  request). 

Comments  by  Federal,  State  and  local 
officials,  or  other  members  of  the  public 
received  by  the  Commission  will  be 
made  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room  in  Washington,  D.C.  and  the 
Somervell  County  Public  Library.  After 
consideration  of  comments  submitted 
with  respect  to  the  DES,  the 
Commission’s  staff  will  prepare  a  Final 
Environmental  Statement,  the 
availability  of  which  will  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register.  Comments  are 
due  by  July  13, 1981. 

Comments  on  this  report  from 
interested  members  of  the  public  should 
be  addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division 
of  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  22d  day  of 
May  1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 

B.  J.  Youngblood, 

Chief,  Licensing  Branch  No.  1,  Division  of 
Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16118  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7590-01-M 


[Docket  No.  50-261] 

Carolina  Power  and  Light  Co.; 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  has 
issued  Amendment  No.  57  to  Facility 
Operating  License  No.  DPR-23  issued  to 
Carolina  Power  and  Light  Company  (the 
licensee),  which  revised  Technical 
Specifications  for  operation  of  the  H.  B. 
Robinson  Steam  Electric  Plant,  Unit  No. 

2  (the  facility),  located  in  Darlington 
County,  South  Carolina.  The  amendment 
is  effective  as  of  the  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  revises  the  Technical 
Specifications  to  incorporate  additional 
fire  protection  Limiting  Conditions  for 
Operation  and  Surveillance 
requirements. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission's  rules  and  regulations.  The 
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Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  this  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
51.5(d)(4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need 
not  be  prepared  in  connection  with 
issuance  of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  May  17, 1979,  as 
supplemented  June  7, 1979,  October  15. 
1980  and  December  3, 1980.  (2) 
Amendment  No.  57  to  License  No.  DPR- 
23,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  related 
Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20555  and  at  the  Hartsville  Memorial 
Library,  Home  and  Fifth  Avenues, 
Hartsville,  South  Carolina  29550.  A  copy 
of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  obtained 
upon  request  addressed  to  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Director,  Division  of  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  15th  day  of 
May  1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 

Steven  A.  Varga, 

Chief.  Operating  Reactors  Branch  No.  1, 
Division  of  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16114  Filed  5-28-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7590-01-M 


[Docket  No.  50-70] 

General  Electric  Co.  and  General 
Electric  Test  Reactor;  Availability  of 
Applicant’s  Environmental  Report  and 
Notice  of  Intent  To  Publish  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Pursuant  to  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  and 
the  regulations  of  the  Commission  in  10 
CFR  Part  51,  General  Electric  has  filed 
an  environmental  report  as  part  of  their 
application  for  renewal  of  the  operating 
license  for  General  Electric  Test  Reactor 
located  at  the  Vallecitos  Nuclear  Center 
near  Pleasanton,  California.  The  original 
request  for  renewal  was  submitted  on 
October  21, 1975,  and  notice  of  Proposed 
Renewal  of  Facility  License  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
September  15, 1977  (42  FR  46427).  The 
report,  which  discusses  environmental 


considerations  related  to  the  continued 
operation  of  the  facility  is  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20555.  Copies  of 
the  report  are  also  being  made  available 
at  the  Office  of  the  Governor,  Office  of 
Planning  and  Research,  400  Tenth  Street, 
Sacramento,  CA  95814  and  Association 
of  Bay  Area  Governments,  Hotel 
Claremont,  Berkeley,  CA  94705. 

In  order  to  determine  the  scope  of  the 
issues  to  be  addressed  in  the  EIS  and  to 
identify  the  significant  issues  related  to 
the  proposed  license  renewal,  an  open 
scoping  meeting  will  be  held  in  the  Little 
Theatre  at  the  Granada  High  School,  685 
Las  Positas  Boulevard,  Livermore,  CA 
94550  at  9:30  AM  on  June  13, 1981. 

After  the  environmental  report  has 
been  analyzed  by  the  staff,  a  draft 
environmental  statement  will  be 
prepared.  Upon  preparation  of  the  draft 
environmental  statement,  the 
Commission  will,  among  other  things, 
cause  to  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  a  summary  notice  of 
availability  of  the  draft  statement,  with 
a  request  for  comments  from  interested 
persons  on  the  draft  statement.  The 
summary  notice  will  also  contain  a 
statement  to  the  effect  that  comments  of 
Federal  agencies  and  State  and  Local 
officials  will  be  made  available  when 
received.  Upon  consideration  of 
comments  submitted  with  respect  to  the 
draft  environmental  statement,  the  staff 
will  issue  a  final  environmental 
statement,  the  availability  of  which  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Any  questions  regarding  the  proposed 
license  renewal  or  the  environmental 
impact  statement  should  be  addressed 
to  James  R.  Miller,  Chief, 
Standardization  &  Special  Projects 
Branch,  Division  of  Licensing,  Office  of 
Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  (301)  492-7014. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  22d  day  of 
May  1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
James  R.  Miller, 

Chief,  Standardization  and  Special  Projects 
Branch,  Division  of  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16115  Filed  5-28-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  7590-01-M 


[Docket  No.  50-261] 

Carolina  Power  and  Light  Co.; 

Issuance  of  Amendment  To  Facility 
Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  has 
issued  Amendment  No.  56  to  Facility 
Operating  License  No.  DPR-23  issued  to 
Carolina  Power  and  Light  Company  (the 


licensee),  which  revised  Technical 
Specifications  for  operation  of  the  H.  B. 
Robinson  Steam  Electric  Plant,  Unit  No. 
2,  (the  facility)  located  in  Darlington 
County,  South  Carolina.  The  amendment 
is  effective  as  of  the  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  revises  the  Technical 
Specifications  to  clarify  certain 
specifications  related  to  testing  Primary 
Coolant  System  check  valves.  This 
change  is  an  administrative  change. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  this  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
51.5(d)(4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need 
not  be  prepared  in  connection  with 
issuance  of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  May  5, 1981,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  56  to  License  No.  DPR- 
23.  and  (3)  the  Commission's  related 
Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission's  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
and  at  the  Hartsville  Memorial  Library. 
Home  and  Fifth  Avenues,  Hartsville, 
South  Carolina  29550.  A  copy  of  items 
(2)  and  (3)  may  be  obtained  upon 
request  addressed  to  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division 
of  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  14th  day  of 
May  1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Steven  A.  Varga, 

Chief.  Operating  Reactors  Branch  No.  1. 
Division  of  Licensing. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16113  Filed  5-28-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  7590-01-M 


[Docket  No.  30-0000] 

Order  To  Incorporate  a  Radiological 
Contingency  Plan  in  Materials  License 
No.  24-04206-01,  Mallinckrodt,  Inc. 

AGENCY:  United  States  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission. 
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ACTION:  Order  to  Mallinckrodt,  Inc.,  to 
Modify  License  To  Incorporate  a  New  or 
Upgraded  Radiological  Contingency 
Plan. 

Order  To  Modify  License 
1 

Mallinckrodt  Incorporated  of  St. 

Louis,  Missouri  (“the  licensee”),  with 
facilities  located  at  2703  Wagner  Place, 
Maryland  Heights,  Missouri,  is  the 
holder  of  Materials  License  No.  24- 
04206-01  issued  by  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  (“the 
Commission”).  The  license  authorizes 
the  possession  of  any  byproduct 
materials,  in  any  form,  having  atomic 
numbers  1-83,  inclusive.  The  license 
authorizes  the  use  of  the  materials  for 
the  development  and  production  of 
radiopharmaceuticals,  radiochemicals 
and  sources,  and  distribution  to 
authorize  recipients.  The  current  license 
was  issued  on  January  13, 1981,  and  is 
due  to  expire  on  December  31, 1985. 

11 

Before  the  issuance  of  this  license,  the 
staff  reviewed  the  application  and 
determined  that  the  licensee  could 
operate  the  facility  in  a  safe  manner. 
Nonetheless,  based  on  the  lessons 
learned  from  the  accident  at  Three  Mile 
Island  and  new  perspectives  on 
emergency  preparedness  and  planning, 
the  Commission  has  reevaluated  the 
emergency  preparedness  requirements 
for  its  fuel  cycle  and  materials  licensees. 
The  Commission  has  decided  that 
significant  improvements  need  to  be 
made  promptly  to  ensure  that  adequate 
onsite  emergency  response  actions  will 
be  taken  by  licensees  with  major 
operations  in  cases  where,  even  though 
unlikely,  potentially  serious  radiation 
accidents  could  occur.  The  operations 
licensed  to  be  carried  our  pursuant  to 
Materials  License  No.  24-04206-01 
appear  to  fall  in  this  category  and 
require  the  development  of  a 
comprehensive  onsite  radiological 
contingency  plan.  Specifically, 
considerations  are  needed  to  ensure:  (1) 
That  the  plant  contains  adequate 
engineered  safety  features  and  is 
otherwise  designed  to  limit  releases  of 
radioactive  materials  and  radiation 
exposures  in  the  event  of  an  accident; 

(2)  that  a  capability  exists  for  measuring 
and  assessing  the  significance  of 
accidental  releases  of  radioactive 
materials;  (3)  that  appropriate 
emergency  equipment  and  planning  are 
provided  onsite  to  protect  workers 
against  radiation  hazards  that  might  be 
encountered  following  an  accident;  (4) 
that  notifications  are  made  promptly  to 
federal,  state,  and  local  government 


agencies;  and  (5)  that  necessary 
recovery  actions  are  taken  in  a  timely 
fashion  to  return  the  plant  to  a  safe 
condition  following  an  accident. 

The  information  to  be  developed  and 
documented  is  described  in  the  enclosed 
“Standard  Format  and  Content  for 
Radiological  Contingency  Plans  for  Fuel 
Cycle  and  Materials  Facilities" 

(Enclosure  1).  In  summary,  the 
information  to  be  submitted  to  NRC  for 
review  includes  a:  (1)  Description  of 
plant  systems  important  to  safety;  (2) 
characterization  of  classes  of  credible 
emergencies  that  might  occur;  (3) 
description  of  radiological  contingency 
measures  for  each  class  of  emergency; 

(4)  designation  of  authorities  and 
responsibilities  of  key  individuals  and 
groups  employed  by  the  licensee;  and  (5) 
a  description  of  equipment  and  facilities 
designated  for  use  during  radiation 
emergencies.  The  plan  is  to  be  directed 
toward  mitigating  the  consequences  of 
radiological  emergencies  and  providing 
reasonable  assurance  that  appropriate 
measures  will  be  taken  during  an 
emergency  to  assure  protection  of  the 
public  and  minimize  adverse 
environmental  impacts.  In  preparing  the 
plan,  consideration  should  be  given  to  a 
set  of  credible  accidents  ranging  from 
almost  everyday  occurrences  of  small 
consequence  through  highly  improbable, 
but  not  impossible,  accidents  such  as 
those  resulting  from  severe  natural 
phenomena,  human  error,  multiple 
equipment  failures,  and  sabotage. 

Ill 

In  addition  to  onsite  radiological 
contingency  planning,  as  discussed  in 
Section  II  above,  offsite  emergency 
response  planning  is  also  highly 
important.  Offsite  planning  requirements 
for  fuel  cycle  and  materials  facilities  are 
being  developed  separately  and  will  be 
considered  in  a  proposed  rulemaking  to 
be  published  in  the  coming  months. 
Within  the  framework  of  that 
rulemaking,  NRC  will  carry  out 
extensive  coordination  with  state 
governments  and  the  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  (FEMA) 
concerning  applicable  requirements. 

The  Commission  believes  that  it  is 
prudent  and  necessary  to  require  the 
licensee  to  develop  and  submit  within 
120  days  of  the  effective  date  of  this 
Order,  an  onsite  radiological 
contingency  plan,  as  discussed  in 
Section  II  above,  applicable  to 
operations  licensed  pursuant  to 
Materials  License  No.  24-04206-01.  Such 
a  plan  can  be  developed  and  effectively 
implemented  apart  from  offsite 
emergency  response  planning,  which 
necessarily  involves  state  and  local 
government  emergency  planning 


actions.  The  onsite  radiological 
contingency  plan  is  a  necessary 
extension  of  protective  actions  taken  by 
the  licensee  during  normal  operations. 
Such  planning  is  essential  to  ensure  that 
proper  plans  are  made  by  the  licensee  to 
protect  the  public  from  accidents  that 
could  result  from  the  licensed 
operations.  A  less  learned  from  the 
Three  Mile  Island  accident  is  that 
accidents  thought  to  be  highly 
improbable  can  and  will  occur,  and  that 
proper  emergency  preparedness  is 
required  to  mitigate  radiological 
consequences. 

The  reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements  contained  in  this  Order 
affect  fewer  than  10  persons  and  are 
required  by  law  an  therefore,  are  not 
subject  to  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  clearance  as  required  by  Pub.  L 
96-511. 

V 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  sections  81, 
161b  and  161o  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended,  §  30.34(e)  of  10 
CFR  Part  30,  and  §  2.204  of  10  CFR  Part 
2,  it  is  hereby  ordered  that  within  120 
days  of  the  effective  date  of  this  Order, 
the  licensee  shall  submit: 

1.  A  radiological  contingency  plan  in 
accordance  with  Enclosure  1  of  this 
Order,  “Standard  Format  and  Content 
for  Radiological  Contingency  Plans  for 
Fuel  Cycle  and  Materials  Facilities,”  and 
an  application  for  license  amendment  to 
incorporate  such  plan  as  approved  as  a 
condition  of  the  license;  or  alternatively, 

2.  An  application  for  license 
amendment  to  reduce  the  possession 
limits  for  radioactive  materials  below 
those  specified  in  Enclosure  2  of  this 
Order. 

VI 

The  licensee  or  any  other  person  who 
has  an  interest  affected  by  this  Order 
may  request  a  hearing  on  this  Order 
within  20  days  of  its  issuance.  A  request 
for  a  hearing  shall  be  submitted  to  the 
Director,  Division  of  Fuel  Cycle  and 
Material  Safety,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555. 
Copies  of  the  request  shall  also  be  sent 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  and 
the  Executive  Legal  Director  at  the  same 
address.  If  a  hearing  is  requested  by  a 
person  other  than  the  licensee,  that 
person  shall  describe,  in  accordance 
with  10  CFR  2.714(a)(2),  the  nature  of  the 
person's  interest  and  the  manner  in 
which  that  interest  is  affected  by  this 
Order. 

If  a  hearing  is  requested  by  the 
licensee  or  other  person  who  has  an 
interest  affected  by  this  Order,  the 
Commission  will  issue  an  order 
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designating  the  time  and  place  of  the 
hearing. 

This  Order  shall  become  effective 
upon  expiration  of  the  period  within 
which  a  hearing  may  be  requested  or,  if 
a  hearing  is  requested,  on  the  date 
specified  in  an  order  issued  following 
further  proceedings  on  this  Order. 

VII 

If  a  hearing  is  held,  the  issue  to  be  . 
considered  at  the  hearing  shall  be 
whether  the  licensee  (1)  shall  submit  a 
radiological  contingency  plan  which 
complies  with  Enclosure  1  of  this  Order, 
“Standard  Format  and  Content  for 
Radiological  Contingency  Plans  for  Fuel 
Cycle  and  Materials  Facilities,”  or  (2)  if 
a  plan  is  not  submitted  as  required  in 
Section  V(l)  of  the  Order,  should  an 
application  for  a  license  amendment  to 
reduce  its  possession  limits  for 
radiaactive  materials  below  those 
specified  in  Enclosure  2  of  this  Order  be 
submitted. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dr.  Fred  D.  Fisher,  or  Mr.  Ralph  G.  Page, 
Nuclear  Materials  Safety  and 
Safeguards,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
(301)  427-4135  or  427-4309. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Enclosures  1  and  2  to  the  Order  may  be 
found  at  46  FR 12569  and  12576 
(February  17, 1981). 

Signed  in  Silver  Spring,  Md.,  this  22d  day  of 
May  1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Richard  E.  Cunningham, 

Director  Division  of  Fuel  Cycle  and  Material 
Safety. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16116  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7590-01-M 


[Docket  Nos.  50-387, 50-388] 

Pennsylvania  Power  and  Light  Co.  and 
Allegheny  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.; 
Finding  of  no  Significant  Antitrust 
Changes  and  Time  for  Filing  of 
Requests  for  Reevaluation 

The  Director  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation  has  made  an  initial  finding  in 
accordance  with  Section  105c(2)  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
that  no  significant  (antitrust)  changes  in 
the  licensee’s  activities  or  proposed 
activities  have  occurred  subsequent  to 
the  previous  construction  permit  review 
of  the  Susquehanna  Nuclear  Units  1  and 
2  by  the  Attorney  General  and  the 
Commission.  The  finding  is  as  follows: 

Section  105c(2)  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  provides  for  an  antitrust 
review  of  an  application  for  an  operating 
license  if  the  Commision  determines  that 
significant  changes  in  the  licensee’s  activities 


or  proposed  activities  have  occurred 
subsequent  to  the  previous  construction 
permit  review.  The  Commission  has 
delegated  the  authority  to  make  the 
“significant  change”  determination  with 
respect  to  nuclear  reactors  to  the  Director, 
Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation.  Based 
upon  examination  of  events  that  have 
transpired  since  issuance  of  the  Susquehanna 
1  and  2  construction  permits  to  the 
Pennsylvania  Power  &  Light  Company  and 
the  Allegheny  Electric  Power  Cooperative, 

Inc.,  the  staffs  of  the  Office  of  Nuclear 
Reactor  Regulation  and  the  Office  of  the 
Executive  Legal  Director,  hereafter  referred 
to  as  the  “staff,”  have  jointly  concluded,  after 
consulting  with  the  Department  of  Justice, 
that  the  changes  that  have  occurred  since  the 
antitrust  construction  permit  review  are  not 
"significant"  in  an  antitrust  context  to  require 
a  second  antitrust  review  at  the  operating 
license  stage  of  the  application  for  licenses; 
i.e.,  the  changes  which  have  occurred  either 
are  not  reasonably  attributable  to  the 
licensees  or  do  not  have  antitrust 
implications  that  would  likely  warrant  some 
Commission  remedy. 

In  reaching  this  conclusion,  the  staff 
considered  the  structure  of  the  electric  utility 
industry  in  Central  and  Eastern 
Pennsylvania,  the  events  relevant  to  the 
Susquehanna  1  and  2  construction  permit 
antitrust  review,  and  the  events  that  have 
occurred  subsequent  to  that  permit  review. 

The  conclusion  of  the  staff’s  analysis 
is  as  follows: 

Staff  has  reviewed  the  changes  and 
proposed  changes  in  the  activities  of  the 
Applicants  (i.e.,  PP&L  and  AE)  of  the 
Susquehanna  plant  since  their  respective 
construction  permit  antitrust  reviews. 

In  order  to  conduct  this  operating  license 
review,  staff  has  obtained  information  from 
PP&L,  FERC,  SEC,  and  from  other  electric 
utilities  that  deal  with  the  Applicants.  The 
information  received  was  evaluated  using  the 
criteria  that  the  Commission  set  forth  in  its 
)une  30, 1980  Memorandum  and  Order  in 
summer  upon  which  to  base  a  significant 
change  determination. 

As  a  result  of  the  analysis  of  the 
information  obtained,  staff  finds  that  the 
activities  and  proposed  activities  of  PP&L 
and  AE  since  the  CP  review,  taken 
individually  and  collectively,  do  not  warrant 
a  significant  change  determination. 

The  Department  of  Justice  has  reviewed  a 
draft  analysis  by  the  staff  along  with  other 
material  and  has  concurred  in  the  staffs 
finding. 

Based  on  the  staffs  analysis,  it  is  my 
finding  that  an  operating  license  antitrust 
review  of  the  Pennsylvania  Power  and  Light 
Company  and  the  Allegheny  Electric  Power 
Cooperative,  Inc.,  with  respect  to  the 
Susquehanna  Nuclear  Units  1  and  2  is  not 
required. 

Signed  on  May  18, 1981  by  Harold  R. 
Denton,  Director  Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation. 

Any  person  whose  interest  may  be 
affected  pursuant  to  this  initial 
determination  may  file  with  full 
particulars  a  request  for  reevaluation 


with  the  Director  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  DC  20555  by 
July  28, 1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Argil  Toalston, 

Acting  Chief.  Utility  Finance  Branch,  Di  vision 
of  Engineering,  Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16117  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  7590-01-M 


PRESIDENT’S  ECONOMIC  POLICY 
ADVISORY  BOARD 

Meeting 

May  27, 1981. 

The  President’s  Economic  Policy 
Advisory  Board  will  meet  on  June  11, 
1981  at  The  White  House,  Washington, 
D.C.  from  10  a.m.  to  3:30  p.m.  The 
purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  review  the 
current  state  of  the  national  and 
international  economy. 

The  meeting  concerns  matters  listed 
in  Section  552b(c)  of  Title  5,  United 
States  Code,  specifically  subparagraphs 
(1),  (4),  (8)  and  (9)  thereof,  and  will  be 
closed  to  the  public. 

For  further  information  please  contact 
the  Office  of  Policy  Development,  The 
White  House  at  (202)  456-6515. 

Martin  Anderson, 

Assistant  to  the  President  for  Policy 
Development. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16232  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3115-01-M 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Release  No.  22062;  70-6603] 

American  Electric  Power  Service  Corp. 
and  American  Electric  Power 
Company,  Inc^  Proposed  Issuance  of 
Note  to  Bank  by  Service  Corporation 
and  Guaranty  by  Holding  Company 

May  22, 1981. 

American  Electric  Power  Company, 
Inc.  (“American”),  a  registered  holding 
company,  and  its  subsidiary  service 
company,  American  Electric  Power 
Service  Corporation  (“Service 
Corporation”),  2  Broadway,  New  York, 
New  York  10004,  have  Tiled  a 
declaration  with  this  Commission 
pursuant  to  Sections  6(a),  7,  and  12(b)  of 
the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act 
of  1935  (“Act”)  and  Rule  45  promulgated 
thereunder. 

Pursuant  to  a  building  loan  agreement 
between  Service  Corporation  and  Irving 
Trust  Company,  Service  Corporation 
proposes  to  issue  a  building  loan  note 
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maturing  December  31, 1987,  to  evidence 
advances  of  up  to  $100,000,000  from 
Irving  Trust  Company.  The  principal 
amount  of  the  advances  will  bear 
interest  at  Irving  Trust  Company’s 
published  prime  rate.  American 
proposes  to  guarantee  repayment  of 
such  loan  and  interest  thereon  and 
performance  of  certain  other  obligations 
of  Service  Corporation  in  connection 
with  such  loan.  The  proceeds  will  be 
used  by  Service  Corporation  to  acquire 
land  and  construct  a  31-story  office 
building  in  Columbus,  Ohio,  to  serve  as 
a  new  headquarters  for  American  and 
Service  Corporation.  It  is  anticipated 
that  the  loan  will  be  repaid  with  the 
proceeds  of  a  sale-leaseback 
transaction. 

The  fees  and  expenses  related  to  the 
proposed  transactions  are  estimated  not 
to  exceed  $60,000.  It  is  stated  that  no 
state  or  federal  commission,  other  than 
this  Commission  has  jurisdiction  over 
the  proposed  transactions. 

The  declaration  and  any  amendments 
thereto  are  available  for  public 
inspection  through  the  Commission’s 
Office  of  Public  Reference.  Interested 
persons  wishing  to  comment  or  request 
a  hearing  should  submit  their  views  in 
writing  by  June  19, 1981,  to  the 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549, 
and  serve  a  copy  on  the  declarants  at 
the  address  specified  above.  Proof  of 
service  (by  affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an 
attorney  at  law,  by  certificate)  should  be 
filed  with  the  request.  Any  request  for  a 
hearing  shall  identify  specifically  the 
issues  of  fact  or  law  that  are  disputed.  A 
person  who  so  requests  will  be  notified 
of  any  hearing,  if  ordered,  and  will 
receive  a  copy  of  any  notice  or  order 
issued  in  this  matter.  After  said  date,  the 
declaration,  as  filed  or  as  it  may  be 
amended,  may  be  permitted  to  become 
effective. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-16090  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  8010-01-M 


Cincinnati  Stock  Exchange; 
Applications  for  Unlisted  Trading 
Privileges  and  of  Opportunity  for 
Hearing 

May  22. 1981. 

The  above  named  national  securities 
exchange  has  filed  applications  with  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
pursuant  to  Section  12(f)(1)(B)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and 
Rule  12f-l  thereunder,  for  unlisted 


trading  privileges  in  the  following 
stocks: 

Allied  Corporation,  Common  Stock,  $1  Par 
Value  (File  No.  7-5931). 

Signal  Companies,  Inc.,  Common  Stock,  $2 
Par  Value  (File  No.  7-5932). 

These  securities  are  listed  and 
registered  on  one  or  more  other  national 
securities  exchanges  and  are  reported  in 
the  consolidated  transaction  reporting 
system. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  on  or  before  June  15, 1981  written 
data,  views  and  arguments  concerning 
the  above-referenced  applications. 
Persons  desiring  to  make  written 
comments  should  file  three  copies 
thereof  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  Following  this 
opportunity  for  hearing,  the  Commission 
will  approve  the  applications  if  it  finds, 
based  upon  all  the  information  available 
to  it,  that  the  extensions  of  unlisted 
trading  privileges  pursuant  to  such 
applications  are  consistent  with  the 
maintenance  of  fair  and  orderly  markets 
and  the  protection  of  investors. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-16131  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  8010-01-M 


[Release  No.  22063;  70-6598] 

Connecticut  Yankee  Atomic  Power 
Co.;  Proposed  Issuance  and  Sale  of 
Notes  to  Banks 

Connecticut  Yankee  Atomic  Power 
Company  (“Yankee”),  P.O.  Box  270, 
Hartford,  Connecticut  06101,  a 
subsidiary  of  Northeast  Utilities  and  the 
New  England  Electric  System,  registered 
holding  companies,  has  filed  an 
application-declaration  and  an 
amendment  thereto  with  this 
Commission  pursuant  to  Sections  6(a) 
and  7  of  the  Public  Utility  Holding 
Company  Act  of  1935  ("Act”)  and  Rule 
50  (a)(2)  thereunder. 

Yankee  proposes  to  issue  and  sell 
notes  to  banks  from  time  to  time  through 
June  30, 1982.  The  aggregate  principal 
amount  of  notes  outstanding  at  any  one 
time  would  not  exceed  $25,000,000.  The 
notes  would  be  dated  as  of  the  date  of 
issue,  would  have  maximum  maturity 
dates  of  nine  months,  and  would  bear 
interest  at  the  prime  rate.  The  notes 
would  be  prepayable  at  any  time 
without  premium.  Under  the  lines  of 
credit  yankee  must  maintain 
compensatory  balances  of  5%  of  the  line 
of  credit  and  15%  of  actual  borrowings. 
Assuming  an  18%  prime  rate  and  full 


usage  of  the  line  of  credit,  the  effective 
interest  cost  of  borrowings  under  such 
balance  requirements  would  be  21.60%. 

The  funds  to  be  derived  from  the 
borrowing  would  be  used  to  repay 
outstanding  notes,  to  finance 
construction  and  to  purchase  nuclear 
fuel.  Yankee  estimates  construction 
expenditures  of  $29,000,000  in  1981  and 
$27,000,000,  in  1982,  as  well  as  nuclear 
fuel  costs  of  $20,000,000  in  1981  and 
$41,000,000  in  1982. 

The  application-declaration  and  any 
amendments  thereto  are  available  for 
public  inspection  through  the 
Commission’s  Office  of  Public 
Reference.  Interested  persons  wishing  to 
comment  or  request  a  hearing  should 
submit  their  views  in  writing  by  June  15, 
1981,  to  the  Secretary,  Securities  and 
exchange  Commission,  Washington, 

D.C.  20549,  and  serve  a  copy  on  the 
applicant-declarant  at  the  address 
specified  above.  Proof  of  service  (by 
affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an  attorney  at 
law,  by  certificate)  should  be  filed  with 
the  request.  Any  request  for  a  hearing 
shall  identify  specifically  the  issues  of 
fact  or  law  that  are  disputed.  A  person 
who  so  requests  will  be  notified  of  any 
hearing,  if  ordered,  and  will  receive  a 
copy  of  any  notice  or  order  issued  in  this 
matter.  After  said  date,  the  application- 
declaration,  as  amended  or  as  it  may  be 
further  amended,  may  be  granted  and 
permitted  to  become  effective. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

May  22, 1981 

]FR  Doc.  81-16089  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  8010-01-M 


[Release  No.  34-17613;  File  No.  SR-MSRB- 
81-51 

Municipal  Securities  Rulemaking 
Board;  Self-Regulatory  Organizations; 
Proposed  Rule  Changes 

Proposed  Rule  Changes  By  Municipal 
Securities  Rulemaking  Board,  relating  to 
proposed  rule  changes  to  Rule  G-7 
relating  to  information  concerning 
associated  persons,  Rule  G-8  concerning 
recordkeeping.  Rule  G-26  concerning 
administration  of  accounts,  and  Rule  G- 
27  concerning  supervision.  Comments 
requested  on  or  before  June  19, 1981. 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)(l),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  on  May  13, 1981,  the  Municipal 
Securities  Rulemaking  Board  filed  with 
the  Securities  and  Exchange 
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Commission  the  proposed  rule  changes 
as  described  in  Items  I,  II,  and  III  below, 
which  Items  have  been  prepared  by  the 
self-regulatory  organization.  The 
Commission  is  publishing  this  notice  to 
solicit  comments  on  the  proposed  rule 
changes  from  interested  persons. 

I.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Terms  of  Substance  of 
the  Proposed  Rule  Changes 

The  Municipal  Securities  Rulemaking 
Board  is  filing  herewith  amendments  to 
rule  G-7  relating  to  information 
concerning  associated  persons,  rule  G-8 
concerning  recordkeeping,  rule  G-26 
concerning  administration  of  accounts, 
and  rule  G-27  concerning  supervision 
(hereafter  referred  to  as  the  “proposed 
rule  changes.")  The  text  of  the  proposed 
rule  changes  is  as  follows: 1 

Rule  G-7.  Information  Concerning 
Associated  Persons 

(a)  No  associated  person  (as 
hereinafter  defined)  of  a  municipal 
securities  broker  or  municipal  securities 
dealer  shall  be  qualified  for  purposes  of 
rule  G-2  of  the  Board  unless  such 
associated  person  meets  the 
requirements  of  this  rule.  The  term 
“associated  person”  as  used  in  this  rule 
means  (i)  a  municipal  securities 
principal,  (ii)  a  municipal  securities 
sales  principal,  [(ii)]  (Hi)  a  financial  and 
operations  principal  and  (iv)  a  municipal 
securities  representative. 

(b)  through  (e)  No  change. 

(f)  Every  municipal  securities  broker 
and  municipal  securities  dealer  shall 
maintain  and  preserve  a  record  of  the 
name  and  residence  address  of  each 
associated  person,  designated  by  the 
category  of  function  performed  (whether 
municipal  securities  principal,  municipal 
securities  sales  principal,  municipal 
securities  representative,  or  financial 
and  operations  principal)  and  indicating 
whether  such  person  has  taken  and 
passed  the  qualification  examination  for 
municipal  securities  principals  or 
municipal  securities  sales  principals  or 
municipal  securities  representatives  or 
financial  and  operations  principals 
presecribed  by  the  Board  or  was  exempt 
from  the  requirement  to  take  and  pass 
such  examination,  indicating  the  basis 
for  such  exemption,  until  at  least  three 
years  after  the  association  person’s 
employment  or  other  associated  with 
such  municipal  securities  broker  or 
municipal  securities  dealer  has 
terminated. 

(g)  through  (i)  No  change. 


1  Italics  indicate  new  language;  [brackets] 
indicate  deletions. 


Rule  G-8.  Books  and  Records  To  Be 
Made  by  Municipal  Securities  Brokers 
and  Municipal  Securities  Dealers 

(a)  Description  of  Books  and  Records 
Required  To  Be  Made.  Except  as 
otherwise  specifically  indicated  in  this 
rule,  every  municipal  securities  broker 
and  municipal  securities  dealer  shall 
make  and  keep  current  the  following 
books  and  records,  to  the  extent 
applicable  to  the  business  of  the 
municipal  securities  broker  or  municipal 
securities  dealer: 

(i)  through  (x)  No  change. 

(xi)  Customer  Account  Information.  A 
record  for  each  customer,  other  than  an 
institutional  account,  setting  forth  the 
following  information  to  the  extent 
applicable  to  such  customer: 

(A)  through  (F)  No  change. 

(G)  Signature  of  municipal  securities 
representative  or  general  securities 
representative  introducing  the  account 
and  signature  of  a  municipal  securities 
principal,  municipal  securities  sales 
principal  or  general  securities  principal 
indicating  acceptance  of  the  account: 

(H)  with  respect  to  discretionary 
accounts,  customer’s  written 
authorization  to  exercise  discretionary 
power  or  authority  with  respect  to  the 
account,  written  approval  of  municipal 
securities  principal  or  municipal 
securities  sales  principal  who 
supervises  the  account,  and  written 
approval  of  municipal  securities 
principal  or  municipal  securities  sales 
principal  with  respect  to  each 
transaction  in  the  account,  indicating 
the  time  and  date  of  approval; 

(I)  through  (I)  No  change. 

(xii)  No  change. 

(b)  through  (g)  No  change. 

Rule  G-26.  Administration  of 
Discretionary  and  Other  Accounts 

(a)  No  change. 

(b)  Discretionary  Account 
Authorization.  No  broker,  dealer,  or 
municipal  securities  dealer  shall  effect  a 
transaction  in  municipal  securities  with 
or  for  a  discretionary  account  except  to 
the  extent  clearly  permitted  by  the  prior 
written  authorization  of  the  customer 
and  accepted  in  writing  by  a  municipal 
securities  principal  or  municipal 
securities  sales  principal  on  behalf  of 
the  broker,  dealer,  or  municipal 
securities  dealer. 

(cl  Review  of  Transactions.  A 
municipal  securities  principal  or 
municipal  securities  sales  principal 
shall  promptly  review  and  approve  in 
writing  each  transaction  in  municipal 
securities  effected  with  or  for  a 
discretionary  account  introduced  or 
carried  by  the  broker,  dealer  or 
municipal  securities  dealer,  and  shall 


review  at  regular  and  frequent  intervals 
all  customer  accounts  introduced  or 
carried  by  the  broker,  dealer,  or 
municipal  securities  dealer  in  which 
transactions  in  municipal  securities  are 
effected,  in  order  to  detect  and  prevent 
irregularities  and  abuses. 

Rule  G-27.  Supervision 

(a)  No  change. 

(b)  Designation  of  Supervisors.  Each 
municipal  securities  broker  and 
municipal  securities  dealer  shall 
designate  one  or  more  municipal 
securities  principals  and  financial  and 
operations  principals  as  responsible  for 
supervising  the  activities  and  business 
referred  to  in  section  (a)  of  this  rule  and 
for  enforcing  the  supervisory  procedures 
referred  to  in  section  (c)  of  this  rule. 
Nothing  contained  in  this  rule  shall 
require  municipal  securities  brokers  and 
municipal  securities  dealers  to  designate 
or  have  associated  with  them  a  financial 
and  operations  principal  unless  required 
by  rule  G-3  of  the  Board.  A  financial 
and  operations  principal  shall  not  be 
designated  to  supervise  non-financial 
activities.  Each  municipal  securities 
broker  and  municipal  securities  dealer 
(other  than  a  bank  dealer)  may  also 
designate  a  duly  qualified  municipal 
securities  sales  principal  as  responsible 
for  the  direct  supervision  of  sales  to  and 
purchases  from  customers  of  municipal 
securities. 

(c)  Written  Procedures.  Each 
municipal  securities  broker  and 
municipal  securities  dealer  shall 
establish,  maintain,  and  enforce  written 
supervisory  procedures  adopted  by  the 
municipal  securities  broker  or  municipal 
securities  dealer  to  assure  compliance 
with  the  rules  and  regulations 
thereunder.  Such  procedures  shall 
provide,  at  a  minimum,  for 

(i)  the  designation  of  at  least  one  duly 
qualified  municipal  securities  principal . 
as  responsible  for  supervising  the 
activities  with  respect  to  municipal 
securities  of  the  associated  persons  of 
the  municipal  securities  broker  or 
municipal  securities  dealer  and  at  least 
one  duly  qualified  municipal  securities 
principal  as  responsible  for  supervising 
the  activities  with  respect  to  municipal 
securities  of  each  branch  office  or  other 
location  or  unit  in  which  an  associated 
person  engages  in  any  of  the  activities 
set  forth  in  rule  G— 3(a)(iii)  of  the  Board, 
(;]  provided,  however,  that  a  duly 
qualified  municipal  securities  sales 
principal  may  be  designated  as 
responsible  for  the  direct  supervision  of 
sales  to  and  purchases  from  customers 
of  municipal  securities; 

(ii)  the  prompt  review  and  written 
approval  by  the  designated  municipal 
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securities  principal  (or  by  a  general 
securities  principal  if  specifically 
authorized  by  rule  of  the  Board)  or  (to 
the  extent  that  the  following  relate  to 
sales  and  purchases  from  customers)  by 
the  designated  municipal  securities 
sales  principal,  of: 

(A)  through  (D)  No  change. 

(E)  other  matters  required  by  rule  of 
the  Board  to  be  reviewed  or  approved 
by  a  municipal  securities  principal  or 
general  securities  principal  or  a 
municipal  securities  sales  principal;  and 

(iii)  the  regular  and  frequent 
examination  by  the  designated 
municipal  securities  principal  or  the 
designated  municipal  securities  sales 
principal  of  customer  accounts 
introduced  or  carried  by  the  municipal 
securities  borker  or  municipal  securities 
dealer,  in  which  transactions  in 
municipal  securities  are  effected,  in 
order  to  detect  and  prevent  irregularities 
and  abuses. 

No  change  in  remainder  of  text. 

II.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  on  the  Purpose  of,  and 
Statutory  Basis  for,  the  Proposed  Rule 
Changes 

A.  Self-Regulatory  Organization's 
Statement  on  the  Purpose  of,  and 
Statutory  Basis  for,  the  Proposed  Rule 
Changes 

On  March  19, 1981,  the  Board  filed 
with  the  Commission  proposed 
amendments  to  rule  G-3  concerning 
professional  qualifications.  If  approved, 
the  proposed  amendments  will,  in  part, 
establish  a  new  professional 
qualification  category  of  municipal 
securities  sales  principal.  As  defined 
under  the  proposed  amendments  to  rule 
G-3,  a  municipal  securities  sales 
principal  would  be  a  person  associated 
with  a  securities  firm  whose  activities 
as  they  relate  to  municipal  securities  are 
limited  to  supervising  customer  sales 
and  purchases. 

The  adoption  of  the  municipal 
securities  sales  principal  classification 
would  require  a  conforming  amendment 
to  Board  rule  G-7.  Rule  G-7  requires 
municipal  securities  brokers  and 
municipal  securities  dealers  to  record 
certain  background  information 
concerning  their  associated  persons.  The 
proposed  rule  changes  would  expand 
the  definition  of  “associated  person”  in 
rule  G-7(a)  to  include  a  municipal 
securities  sales  principal,  in  order  to 
insure  that  municipal  securities  brokers 
and  municipal  securities  dealers 
maintain  adequate  records  regarding 
such  persons.  In  addition,  the  proposed 
rule  changes  amend  rule  G-7(f)  requiring 
municipal  securities  brokers  and 
municipal  securities  dealers  to  maintain 


a  record  of  each  associated  person's 
professional  qualification  examination 
status  and  any  examination  exemptions 
accorded  such  person  by  extending  this 
requirement  to  include  the  professional 
qualification  records  of  municipal 
securities  sales  principals. 

As  discussed  in  the  Board's  October 
15, 1980  notice  concerning  the  draft 
amendments  to  rule  G-3,  in  developing 
the  municipal  securities  sales  principal 
category  the  Board  contemplated  that 
the  full  municipal  securities  principal 
would  continue  to  have  general 
supervisory  responsibility  for  customer 
sales  and  purchases  but  that  certain 
direct  supervisory  functions  could  be 
delegated  to  municipal  securitieds  sales 
principals. 

The  proposed  rule  changes  are 
intended  to  permit  municipal  securities 
sales  principals  to  perform  certain 
supervisory  functions  which  Board  rules 
currently  require  full  municipal 
securities  principals  to  perform,  as 
follows: 

Rule  G-8 

Rule  G-8  enumerates  the  specific 
records  to  be  made  and  maintained  by 
municipal  securities  brokers  and 
municipal  securities  dealers.  Rule  G- 
8(a)(xi)  lists  the  customer  account 
information  to  be  recorded  for  each 
customer.  Rule  G-8(a)(xi)(G)  requires 
that  each  customer  account  information 
record  shall  set  forth,  among  other 
information,  the  signature  of  the 
municipal  securities  principal  or  general 
securities  principal  indicating 
acceptance  of  the  account.  The  purpose 
of  the  proposed  rule  change  to  this  is  to 
permit  municipal  securities  sales 
principals  to  record  acceptance  of 
customer  accounts  as  part  of  the 
customer  account  information  record 
required  by  rule  G-8. 

Rule  G-8(a)(xi)(H)  provides  that 
customer  account  information  records 
shall  include,  with  respect  to 
discretionary  accounts,  the  written 
approval  of  the  municipal  securities 
principal  who  supervises  the  account 
and  the  written  approval  of  the 
municipal  securities  principal  with 
respect  to  each  transaction  in  the 
account.  The  purpose  of  the  proposed 
rule  change  to  this  section  of  rule  G-8  is 
to  make  explicit  the  municipal  securities 
sales  principal’s  authorization  to 
approve  discretionary  accounts  and 
discretionary  account  transaction. 

Rule  G-26 

Rule  G-26(b)  concerning  the 
administration  of  discretionary  accounts 
provides  that  no  broker,  dealer,  or 
municipal  securities  dealer  shall  effect  a 
transaction  in  municipal  securities  with 


or  for  a  discretionary  account  except  to 
the  extent  clearly  permitted  by  the  prior 
written  authorization  of  the  customer 
and  accepted  in  writing  by  a  municipal 
securities  principal  on  behalf  of  the 
broker,  dealer,  or  municipal  securities 
dealer. 

Insofar  as  rule  G-26(b)  reflects  the 
requirement  of  rule  G-8(a)(xi)(H)  that 
written  acceptance  of  discretionary 
accounts  be  retained  in  the  customer 
account  information  records,  the 
proposed  change  to  rule  G-8(a)(xi)(H) 
permitting  municipal  securities  sales 
principals  to  provide  written  acceptance 
of  such  accounts  will  require  a 
conforming  change  to  rule  G-20(b). 

Rule  G-26(c)  relating  to  review  of 
transactions  provides  that  a  municipal 
securities  principal  shall  promptly 
review  and  approve  in  writing  each 
transaction  in  municipal  securities 
effected  with  or  for  a  discretionary 
account,  and  shall  review  at  regular  and 
frequent  intervals  all  customer  accounts 
in  which  transactions  in  municipal 
securities  are  effected,  in  other  to  detect 
and  prevent  irregularities  and  abuses. 
The  purpose  of  the  proposed  change  to 
rule  G-26(c)  is  to  make  explicit  that  a 
municipal  securities  sales  principal’s 
supervisory  authority  with  respect  to 
customer  sales  and  purchases  of 
municipal  securities  may  include  the 
performance  of  required  reviews  of 
transactions  in  discretionary  and  other 
customer  accounts. 

Rule  G-27 

Rule  G-27  concerning  supervisipn 
requires  all  municipal  securities  brokers 
and  municipal  securities  dealers  to 
supervise  the  activities  of  their 
associated  persons  and  the  conduct  of 
their  municipal  securities  business.  Rule 
G-27(b)  requires  that  each  municipal 
securities  broker  or  municipal  securities 
dealer  shall  designate  one  or  more 
municipal  securities  principals  and 
financial  and  operations  principals  as 
responsible  for  supervising  such 
activities.  The  proposed  rule  change 
will,  if  approved,  amend  rule  G-27(b)  to 
permit  municipal  securities  brokers  and 
municipal  securities  dealers  to  designate 
a  duly  qualified  municipal  securities 
sales  principal  as  responsible  for  the 
direct  supervision  of  sales  to  and 
purchases  from  customers  of  municipal 
securities. 

Rule  G-27(c)  requires  that  the  written 
supervisory  procedures  required  by  the 
rule  provide  for  the  designation  of  at 
least  one  municipal  securities  principal 
as  responsible  for  supervising  the 
municipal  securities  activities  of  the 
associated  persons  of  the  municipal 
securities  broker  or  municipal  securities 
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dealer  and  at  least  one  municipal 
securities  principal  as  responsible  for 
supervising  the  municipal  securities 
activities  of  each  branch  office  or  other 
location  or  unit  in  which  an  associated 
person  performs  municipal  securities 
activities. 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  rule 
change  to  rule  G-27(c)(i)  is  to  permit 
designation  of  a  municipal  securities 
sales  principal  as  responsible  for 
directly  supervising  customer  sales  and 
purchase  activities  in  each  branch  office 
or  other  unit  in  which  any  associated 
person  engages  in  such  activities.  Rule 
G— 27(c)(ii)  currently  provides  for  the 
prompt  review  and  written  approval  by 
the'  designated  municipal  securities 
principal  (or  by  a  general  securities 
principal  if  specifically  authorized  by 
rule  of  the  Board)  of: 

(A)  The  opening  of  each  customer 
account  introduced  or  carried  by  the 
municipal  securities  broker  or  municipal 
securities  dealer,  in  which  transactions 
in  municipal  securities  may  be  effected, 

(B)  Each  transaction  in  municipal 
securities, 

(C)  The  handling  of  all  written 
customer  complaints  pertaining  to 
transactions  in  municipal  securities, 

(D)  All  correspondence  pertaining  to 
the  solicitation  or  execution  of 
transactions  in  municipal  securities,  and 

(E)  Other  matters  required  by  rule  of 
the  Board  to  be  reviewed  or  approved 
by  a  municipal  securities  principal  or 
general  securities  principal. 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  change 
to  rule  G-27(c)(ii)  is  to  establish  the 
authority  of  a  municipal  securities  sales 
principal  to  review  and  approve  the 
items  and  activities  described  as  they 
relate  to  customer  sales  and  purchases 
of  municipal  securities. 

Rule  G— 27(c)(iii)  requires  written 
supervisory  procedures  for  the  regular 
and  frequent  examination  by  the 
designated  municipal  securities 
principal  of  customer  accounts  in  which 
municipal  securities  transactions  are 
effected.  The  purpose  of  the  proposed 
change  to  rule  G-27(c)(iii)  is  to  permit 
the  municipal  securities  sales  principal, 
rather  than  the  full  principal,  to  perform 
the  regular  review  of  customer  accounts. 
This  proposed  rule  change  is  also 
intended  to  conform  rule  G-27(c)  to  rule 
G-26(c)  concerning  review  of 
transactions  as  it  is  proposed  to  be 
amended. 

The  Board  has  adopted  the  proposed 
rule  changes  pursuant  to  Section 
15B(b)(2)(A)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  which  directs  the  Board  to  adopt 
rules  to 

*  *  *  provide  that  no  municipal  securities 
broker  or  municipal  securities  dealer  shall 


effect  any  transaction  in,  or  induce  or  attempt 
to  induce  the  purchase  or  sale  of,  any 
municipal  security  unless  such  municipal 
securities  broker  or  municipal  securities 
dealer  *  *  *  and  every  natural  person 
associated  with  [it]  meets  such  standards  of 
training,  experience,  competence,  and  such 
other  qualifications  as  the  Board  finds 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest  or  for  the  protection  of  investors 

and  pursuant  to  Section  15B(b)(2)(G)  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  which 
directs  the  Board  to  adopt  rules  to 

*  *  *  prescribe  records  to  be  made  and  kept 
by  muinicipal  securities  brokers  and 
municipal  securities  dealers  *  *  * 

As  indicated  above,  the  Board 
believes  that  the  proposed  rule  changes 
would  clarify  the  authority  of  a 
municipal  securities  sales  principal  to 
perform  certain  supervisory  functions, 
and  would  insure  adequate 
recordkeeping  relating  to  the 
background  and  designated  functions  of 
such  persons. 

B.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  on  Burden  on  Competition 

The  Board  believes  that  the  proposed 
rule  changes  will  have  no  significant 
impact  on  competition.  The  proposed 
rule  changes  merely  adjust  the 
recordkeeping  and  supervisory 
procedures  with  which  all  municipal 
securities  brokers  and  municipal 
securities  dealers  are  required  to  comply 
to  reflect  the  newly-proposed 
qualification  category  of  municipal 
securities  sales  principal. 

C.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  Comments  on  the  Proposed 
Rule  Changes  Received  from  Members, 
Participants,  or  Others 

The  Board  neither  solicited  nor 
received  comments  on  the  proposed  rule 
changes. 

III.  Date  of  Effectiveness  of  the 
Proposed  Rule  Changes  and  Timing  for 
Commission  Action 

On  or  before  July  6, 1981,  or  within 
such  longer  period  (i)  as  the  Commission 
may  designate  up  to  90  days  of  such 
date  if  it  finds  such  longer  period  to  be 
appropriate  and  publishes  its  reasons 
for  so  finding  or  (ii)  as  to  which  the  self- 
regulatory  organization  consents,  the 
Commission  will: 

(A)  By  order  approve  such  proposed 
rule  changes,  or 

(B)  Institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule  changes 
should  be  disapproved. 

IV.  Solicitation  of  Comments 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 


arguments  concerning  the  foregoing. 
Persons  making  written  submissions 
should  file  six  copies  thereof  with  the 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  500  North  Capitol  Street, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  Copies  of  the 
submission,  all  subsequent  amendments, 
all  written  statements  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  rule  changes  that  are  filed 
with  the  Commission,  and  all  written 
communications  relating  to  the  proposed 
rule  changes  between  the  Commission 
and  any  person,  other  than  those  that 
may  be  withheld  from  the  public  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  552,  will  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  in  the 
Commission’s  Public  Reference  Section, 
1100  L  Street,  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 
Copies  of  such  filing  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  office  of  the  above- 
mentioned  self-regulatory  organization. 
All  submissions  should  refer  to  the  file 
number  in  the  caption  above  and  should 
be  submitted  on  or  before  June  19, 1981. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

Dated:  May  21, 1981. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 


Philadelphia  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.; 
Application  for  Unlisted  Trading 
Privileges  and  of  Opportunity  for 
Hearing 

May  22, 1981. 

The  above  named  national  securities 
exchange  has  filed  an  application  with 
the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commisison  pursuant  to  Section 
12(f)(1)(B)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  and  Rule  12f-l  thereunder, 
for  unlimited  trading  privileges  in  the 
common  stock  of: 

National  Medical  Enterprises,  Inc.  Common 

Stock.  $.05  Par  Value  (File  No.  7-5930) 

This  security  is  listed  and  registered 
on  one  or  more  other  national  securities 
exchanges  and  is  reported  on  the 
consolidated  transaction  reporting 
system. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sumit 
on  or  before  june  15, 1981  written  data, 
views  and  arguments  concerning  the 
above-referenced  application.  Persons 
desiring  to  make  written  comments 
should  file  three  copies  thereof  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  Washington, 

D.C.  20549.  Following  this  opportunity 
for  hearing,  the  commission  will  approve 
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the  application  if  it  finds,  based  upon  all 
the  information  available  to  it,  that  the 
extension  of  unlisted  trading  privileges 
pursuant  to  such  application  is 
consistent  with  the  maintenance  of  fair 
and  orderly  markets  and  the  protection 
of  investors. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16133  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  8010-01-M 


[Release  No.  22061;  70-6605] 

West  Texas  Utilities  Co.;  Proposed 
Issuance  and  Sale  of  First  Mortgage 
Bonds  at  Competitive  Bidding 

May  22, 1981. 

West  Texas  Utilities  Company  (“West 
Texas”),  301  Cypress,  Abilene,  Texas 
79604,  an  electric  utility  subsidiary  of 
Central  and  South  West  Corporation, 

Inc.,  a  registered  holding  company,  has 
filed  a  declaration  with  this  Commission 
pursuant  to  Sections  6(a)  and  7  of  the 
Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of 
1935  (“Act")  and  Rule  50  thereunder. 

West  Texas  proposes  to  issue  and  sell 
up  to  $25,000,000  principal  amount  of  its 
first  mortgage  bonds.  The  terms  will  be 
determined  by  competitive  bidding.  The 
bonds  will  be  issued  under  West  Texas' 
Mortgage  dated  August  1, 1943,  as 
amended  and  as  to  be  further  amended. 
The  proceeds  will  be  used  to  repay 
short-term  borrowings  incurred  or 
expected  to  be  incurred  to  finance 
construction  expenditures. 

The  declaration  and  any  amendments 
thereto  are  available  for  public 
inspection  through  the  Commission’s 
Office  of  Public  Reference.  Interested 
persons  wishing  to  comment  or  request 
a  hearing  should  submit  their  views  in 
writing  by  June  19, 1981,  to  the 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549, 
and  serve  a  copy  on  the  declarant  at  the 
address  specified  above.  Proof  of 
service  (by  affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an 
attorney  at  law,  by  certificate)  should  be 
filed  with  the  request.  Any  request  for  a 
hearing  shall  identify  specifically  the 
issues  of  fact  or  law  that  are  disputed.  A 
person  who  so  requests  will  be  notified 
of  any  hearing,  if  ordered,  and  will 
receive  a  copy  of  any  notice  or  order 
issued  in  this  matter.  After  said  date,  the 
declaration,  as  filed  or  as  it  may  be 
amended,  may  be  permitted  to  become 
effective. 


For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16091  FHed  5-28-81;  8:46  am] 
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SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 
[License  No.  09/09-0184] 

Grocers  Capital  Company,  Inc.; 
Application  for  Approval  of  Conflict  of 
Interest  Transaction  Between 
Associates 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Grocers 
Capital  Company  (Grocers)  2601  S. 
Eastern  Avenue,  Los  Angeles,  California 
90040,  a  Federal  Licensee  under  the 
Small  Business  Investment  Act  of  1958, 
as  amended,  has  filed  an  application 
with  the  Small  Business  Administration 
pursuant  to  Section  107.1004  of  the 
Regulations  governing  small  business 
investment  companies  (13  CFR 
107.1004(1981))  for  approval  of  several 
conflict  of  interest  transactions. 

Grocers  proposed  to  loan  $40,000  to 
Emil  and  Lee  De  Angelis,  19009  Laurel 
Park  Road,  Dominguez  Hills,  California 
90220;  $28,000  to  Freedman  &  Smith, 
d.b.a.  Best  Foods  Market,  5425  Long 
Beach  Boulevard,  Long  Beach,  California 
90805;  $280,000  to  K.  V.  Mart,  Inc.,  d.b.a. 
Top  Value  Market  15870  E.  Amar  Road, 
City  of  Industry,  California  91744;  and 
$140,000  to  McCowan’s  Foods,  Inc., 
d.b.a.  McCowan’s  Market,  1932  Walker 
Street,  San  Pedro,  California  90731. 

The  proceeds  of  these  loans  will  be 
used  to  purchase  either  capital  goods  or 
inventory  from  Grocers  Equipment 
Company  (GEC).  All  of  Grocers’  stock  is 
owned  by  subsidiaries  of  Certified 
Grocers  of  California,  Ltd.  (certified),  a 
retailer  owned  grocery  cooperative. 

GEC,  a  subsidiary  of  Certified,  is  a  41 
percent  shareholder  of  Grocers  and  is 
defined  as  an  Associate  by  Section  107.3 
of  the  SBA  Rules  and  Regulations.  As  a 
result,  Grocers  financing  of  Emil  and  Lee 
De  Angelis,  Best  Foods  Market,  Top 
Value  Market,  and  McCowan's  Market 
fall  within  the  purview  of  Section 
107.1004(b)(5)  of  the  SBA  Regulations. 

Grocers’  loans  to  these  concerns 
require  the  prior  written  approval  of 
SBA. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  any  person 
may  not  later  than  15  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  Notice,  submit 
written  comments  to  the  Associate 
Adminstrator  for  Investment,  Small 
Business  Administration,  1441  “L” 

Street,  N.W.  Washington,  D.C.  20416. 

A  similar  Notice  concerning  the 
transactions  shall  be  published  in  a 


newspaper  of  general  circulation  in  the 
Los  Angeles,  California  area. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Programs  No.  95.001,  Small  Business 
Administration) 

Dated:  May  20. 1981. 

Peter  F.  McNeish, 

Acting  Associate  Administrator  for 
Investment. 

[FR  Doc.  81-16082  Filed  5-28-81;  6:45  am| 
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Small  Business  Investment  Co.; 
Maximum  Annual  Cost  of  Money  to 
Small  Business  Concerns 

13  CFR  Section  107.301(c)  sets  forth 
the  SBA  Regulation  governing  the 
maximum  annual  cost  of  money  to  small 
business  concerns  for  Financing  by 
small  business  investment  companies. 

Section  107.31(c)(2)  requires  that  SBA 
publish  from  time  to  time  in  the  Federal 
Register  the  current  Federal  Financing 
Bank  (FFB)  rate  for  use  in  computing  the 
maximum  annual  cost  of  money 
pursuant  to  Section  107.301(c)(1).  It  is 
anticipated  that  a  rate  notice  will  be 
published  each  month. 

13  CFR  Section  107.301(c)  does  not 
supersede  or  preempt  any  applicable 
law  that  imposes  an  interest  ceiling 
lower  than  the  ceiling  imposed  by  that 
regulation.  Attention  is  directed  to  new 
subsection  308(i)  of  the  Small  Business 
Investment  Act,  added  by  section  524  of 
Pub.  L.  96-221,  March  31, 1980  (94  Stat. 
161),  to  that  law’s  Federal  override  of 
State  usury  ceilings,  and  to  its  forfeiture 
and  penalty  provisions. 

Effective  June  1, 1981,  and  until  further 
notice,  the  FFB  rate  to  be  used  for 
purposes  of  computing  the  maximum 
cost  of  money  pusuant  to  13  CFR  Section 
107.301(c)  is  13.925%  per  annum. 

Dated:  May  20, 1981. 

Peter  F.  McNeish, 

Deputy  Associate  Administrator  for 
Investment 

[FR  Doc.  81-16081  Filed  5-28-81;  8:45  am] 
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VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

Rehabilitation  Engineering  and 
Outpatient  Clinic;  New  York,  N.Y.; 
Availability  of  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a 
document  entitled  “Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement,  for  the  Rehabilitation 
Engineering  and  Outpatient  Clinic, 
Veterans  Administration  Medical 
Center  New  York,  New  York,”  dated 
May  1981,  has  been  prepared  as 
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required  by  Section  102(2)(C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969. 

The  preferred  alternative  proposes  to 
construct  a  multilevel  addition  to  the 
existing  Veterans  Administration 
Medical  Center  (VAMC)  in  New  York 
(Manhattan).  The  new  structure  would 
contain  space  for  the  VA  Rehabilitation 
Engineering  Center  and  consolidate 
outpatient  facilities  at  the  VAMC  from 
their  satellite  location  at  252  7th 
Avenue,  New  York.  Some  functions 
would  stay  at  the  7th  Avenue  location  to 
include  the  VA  Department  of  Veterans 
Benefits,  the  prosthetics  manufacturing 
center  and  the  metadone  drug  program. 
The  VA  investigated  alternative  project 
actions,  but  through  examination 
concluded  that  the  only  other  viable 
alternate  was  a  No  Action  Alternative. 
This  alternative  leaves  existing  facilities 
in  place  with  no  significant  changes. 

The  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  Discusses  the  potential 
environmental  impacts  that  may  be 
associated  with  the  Construction 
Alternative.  The  No  Action  Alternative 


would  not  alter  the  existing  physical 
conditions.  The  document  is  being 
placed  for  public  examination  at  the 
Veterans  Administration,  Washington, 
D.C.  Persons  wishing  to  examine  a  copy 
of  the  document  may  do  so  at  the 
following  office:  Mr.  Willard  Sitler,  P.E., 
Director,  Office  of  Environmental 
Affairs  (003A),  Room  950,  Veterans 
Administration,  1425  K  Street,  NW, 
Washington,  DC  (202)  389-2526.  Single 
copies  of  the  Draft  Statement  may  be 
obtained  on  request  to:  Director,  Office 
of  Environmental  Affairs  (003A),  810 
Vermont  Avenue,  NW,  Washington,  DC 
20420. 

Dated:  May  21, 1981. 

Rufus  H.  Wilson, 

Acting  Administrator. 

1FR  Doc.  81-16021  Filed  5-28-fll;  8:45  am| 
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Station  Committee  on  Educational 
Allowances;  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
Section  V,  Review  Procedure  and 


Hearing  Rules,  Station  Committee  on 
Education  Allowances  that  on  July  2, 
1981  at  8:30  a.m.  DST  the  Seattle 
Veterans  Administration  Regional 
Office  Station  Committee  on 
Educational  Allowances  shall  at 
Hearing  Room  1186,  Federal  Building, 
915  Second  Avenue,  Seattle, 

Washington  98174,  conduct  a  hearing  to 
determine  whether  Veterans 
Administration  benefits  to  all  eligible 
persons  enrolled  in  KNAPP  BUSINESS 
COLLEGE,  1001  North  J  Street,  Tacoma, 
Washington  98403,  should  be 
discontinued,  as  provided  in  38  CFR 
21.4134,  because  a  requirement  of  law  is 
not  being  met  or  a  provision  of  the  law 
has  been  violated.  All  interested 
persons  shall  be  permitted  to  attend, 
appear  before,  or  file  statements  with 
the  Committee  at  that  time  and  place. 

Dated:  May  20, 1981. 

Richard  F.  Murphy, 

Director,  VA  Regional  Office. 

[FR  Doc.  81-18073  Filed  5-28-81;  8:46  ami 
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Sunshine  Act  Meetings 
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This  sectton  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  of  meetings  published 
under  the  “Government  in  the  Sunshine 
Act”  (Pub.  L  94-409)  5  U.S.C. 

552b(e)(3). 
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FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION. 

Notice  of  agency  meeting. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
“Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act”  {5 
U.S.C.  552b),  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Federal 
Deposit  Insurance  Corporation  will  meet 
in  partially  open/partially  closed 
session  at  11:30  a.m.  on  Thursday,  May 
28, 1981. 

The  following  matter  will  be 
considered  in  open  session: 

Memorandum  and  resolution  proposing  the 
adoption  of  a  policy  statement  on  the 
disposition  of  income  from  the  sale  of 
credit  life  insurance. 

The  following  matters  will  be 
considered  in  closed  session  pursuant  to 
subsections  (c)(4),  (c)(6),  (c)(8), 
(c)(9)(A)(ii),  and  (c)(9)(B)  of  the 
“Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act"  (5 
U.S.C.  552b(c)(4),  (c)(6),  (c)(8), 
(c)(9)(A)(ii),  and  (c)(9)(B)): 

Recommendations  regarding  the  liquidation 
of  assets  acquired  by  the  Corporation  in  its 
capacity  as  receiver,  liquidator,  or 
liquidating  agent  of  those  assests:  * 

Case  No.  44,816-L — Livingston  State  Bank, 
Livington,  New  Jersey 
Case  No.  44,816-L— Livinston  State  Bank. 

Livingston,  New  Jersey 
Case  No.  44, 819-L— -Franklin  National 
Bank,  New  York,  New  York 
Recommendations  with  respect  to  the 
initiation,  termination,  or  conduct  of 
administrative  enforcement  proceedings 
(cease-and-desist  proceedings,  termination- 
of-insurance  proceedings,  suspension  or 


removal  proceedings,  or  assessment  of  civil 
money  penalties)  against  certain  insured 
banks  or  officers,  directors,  employees, 
agents,  or  other  persons  participating  in  the 
conduct  of  the  affairs  thereof: 

Names  of  persons  and  names  and  locations 
of  banks  authorized  to  be  exempt  from 
disclosure  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
subsections  (c)(6),  (c)(8),  and  (c)(9)(A)(ii)  of 
the  "Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act”  (5 
U.S.C.  552b(c)(6),  (c)(8),  and  (c)(9)(A)(ii). 

The  meeting  will  be  held  in  the  Board 
Room  on  the  sixth  floor  of  the  FDIC 
Building  located  at  550 17th  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C. 

Requests  for  information  concerning 
the  meeting  may  be  directed  to  Mr. 

Hoyle  L.  Robinson,  Executive  Secretary 
of  the'Corporation,  at  (202)  389-4425. 

Dated:  May  27, 1981. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 

Hoyle  L.  Robinson, 

Executive  Secretary : 

[S-839-81  Filed  5-27-81: 10:53  am) 
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[FR  797} 

FEDERAL  ELECTION  COMMISSION. 
PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  DATE  AND  TIME: 

Thursday,  May  28, 1981  at  10  a.m. 
CHANGE  IN  MEETING*.  The  following 
matter  has  been  added  to  the  agenda  of 
the  open  meeting: 

Request  for  2nd  Resubmission  of  Rejected 
Contributions  from  Resubmissions  02, 03, 

04  by  Kennedy  for  President  Committee. 

***** 

agency:  Federal  Election  Commission. 

DATE  AND  TIME:  Thursday,  May  28, 1981 
following  open  meeting. 

place:  1325  K  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 

D.C. 

STATUS:  This  meeting  will  be  closed  to 
the  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Audit— 
continued  from  the  Executive  Session  of 
May  27, 1981. 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT  FOR  IMFORMATION: 

Mr.  Fred  Eiland,  Public  Information 
Officer:  telephone:  202-523-4065. 

Marjorie  W.  Emmons, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

|S-841-81  Filed  5-27-81;  2:57  pm| 
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FEDERAL  ENERGY  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION. 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT:  46  FR  28274, 
May  26, 1981. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  MEETING:  10  a.m..  May  27, 1981. 

CHANGE  IN  THE  MEETING:  The  following 
items  have  been  added: 

Item  No.,  Docket  No.,  and  Company 
CAP-9.  Project  Nos.  4307-000,  4305-000,  4321- 
GOO,  and  4322-000,  Northeastern  Minnesota 
Municipal  Power  Agency:  Mississippi  Lock 
and  Dam  No.  5A  Hydroelectric  Project  and 
Mississippi  Lock  and  Dam  No.  5 
Hydroelectric  Project 
RP-5  RP80-101,  Texas  Gas  Transmission 
Corporation 

CP-6(A).  CP80-430  and  CP81-144-000, 
Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corporation 
CP-6(B).  CP81-20-000,  Columbia  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation  and 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation 

CP-7(C).  CP79-206-001,  Columbia  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary, 

[S-837-81  Filed  5-27-81;  8:45  am) 
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FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD. 

(NO.  493] 

May  27, 1981. 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT:  46  FR  28553, 
May  27, 1981. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
of  meeting:  10  a.m.,  May  29, 1981. 

place:  1700  G  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 

D.C. 

STATUS:  Open  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Mr.  Marshall  (202-377- 
6679). 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  The  following 
item  has  been  withdrawn  from  the 
agenda  for  the  open  meeting: 

Geographical  Restrictions  on  Remote  Service 
Unit  Operations 
(S-842-81  Filed  5-27-81;  3:20  pm| 

BILLING  CODE  S720-01-M 
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FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD. 

[NO.  492] 

May  27, 1981. 

TIME  AND  date:  10  a.m.,  June  4, 1981. 
place:  1700  G  Street,  N.W.,  sixth  floor, 
Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Mr.  Marshall  (202-377- 
6679). 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Credit  life  policy  statement 
Geographical  restrictions  on  remote  service 
unit  operations 

|S-843-81  Filed  5-27-81;  3:29  pm] 

BILLING  CODE  6720-Q1-M  _ _ 
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FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  MORTGAGE 
CORPORATION. 

time  and  date:  10  a.m.,  Tuesday,  May 
26, 1981. 

place:  1776  G  Street,  N.W.,  fourth  floor, 
Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Maud  Mater  (202)  789- 
4730. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  ARM  Pilot 
Purchase  Program 
May  22, 1981. 

IS-840-81  Filed  5-27-81;  2rl8  pm] 
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FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM. 

BOARD  OF  GOVERNORS. 

time  and  DATE:  10  a.m.,  Wednesday, 
June  3, 1981. 

place:  20th  Street  and  Constitution 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20551. 

status:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Personnel  actions  (appointments, 
promotions,  assignments,  reassignments,  and 
salary  actions)  involving  individual  Federal 
Reserve  System  employees. 

2.  Any  items  carried  forward  from  a 
previously  announced  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Mr.  Joseph  R.  Coyne, 
Assistant  to  the  Board  (202)  452-3204. 

Dated:  May  26, 1981. 

James  McAfee, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(S-838-81  Filed  5-27-81;  10:52  am] 
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national  transportation  safety 

BOARD. 

[NM-81-18] 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT*.  46  FR  27439, 
May  19, 1981. 


PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE  I 
OF  meeting:  9  a.m.,  Wednesday,  May  27,  I 
1981. 

change  in  meeting:  A  majority  of  the 
Board  has  determined  by  recorded  vote  I 
that  the  business  of  the  Board  requires 
revising  the  agenda  of  this  meeting  and  ! 

that  no  earlier  announcement  was 
possible.  The  agenda  as  now  revised  is 
set  forth  below. 

STATUS:  The  first  3  items  will  be  open  to 
the  public;  item  4  will  be  closed  to  the 
public  under  Exemption  10  of  the 
Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Aircraft  Accident  Report — Continental 
Airlines/Air  Micronesia,  Inc.,  Boeing  727, 

N18479,  Yap,  Western  Caroline  Islands, 

November  21, 1980. 

2.  Recommendation  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  regarding  Flight  Attendant 
Training  and  Ventral  Airstair  Door  Control 
Markings  on  Boeing  727-100  Models. 

3.  Railroad  Accident  Report — Head-on 
Collision  Between  Baltimore  &  Ohio  Railroad 
Company  Train  No.  88  and  Brunswick  Helper 
7603-7545  near  Germantown,  Maryland, 

February  9, 1981,  and  Recommendations  to 
the  Baltimore  &  Ohio  Railroad  Company. 

4.  Opinion  and  Order — Petition  of  Abrams, 

Dkt.  SM-2538. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Sharon  Flemming,  202- 
382-6525. 

May  27, 1981. 

(S-844-81  Filed  5-27-81;  3:35  pm] 
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